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The House met at 10 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Ms. STRICKLAND).

———

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
April 6, 2022.

I hereby appoint the Honorable MARILYN
STRICKLAND to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

NANCY PELOSI,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 10, 2022, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by
the majority and minority leaders for
morning-hour debate.

The Chair will alternate recognition
between the parties, with time equally
allocated between the parties and each
Member other than the majority and
minority leaders and the minority
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no
event shall debate continue beyond
11:50 a.m.

———

LETTER TO CONGRESS FROM THE
DUDYKEVYCH FAMILY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) for 5
minutes.

Mr. NORMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to read a letter from the
Dudykevych family, who are originally
from Ukraine and are now living in
Tega Cay, South Carolina. They still
have family who refuse to leave their
homes and their country which, as we
all know by now, is under brutal at-
tack by the Russians.

The father of the Dudykevych family
literally built their home with his own
hands, which is now being destroyed
for one reason and one reason alone—
they desire freedom.

The heartfelt letter reads like this:

“To President Biden and to Members
of the 117th Congress of the United
States of America, we highly appre-
ciate your legislative initiatives and
clear stance against the cruel and dia-
bolic Russian aggression against
Ukraine.

“Today, I am urgently asking you to
actively support immediate delivery of
Eastern European fighter planes to
Ukraine. The brave Ukrainian Army
and the country’s heroic citizens are
winning the war on the ground.

“The problem is that Ukraine’s cities
are being destroyed and the citizens
are being murdered from the air. I am
requesting your urgent help in con-
vincing the White House that imme-
diate delivery of MiG planes to
Ukraine should be the highest priority
in support of a free Ukraine.

“What we are witnessing is a geno-
cide against the Ukrainian people. We
have an ability in this country and in
the allied bases in Europe to stop these
murderous attacks from the air. We
have a moral obligation to do so. Our
words are meant to reinforce President
Zelenskyy’s urgent demand for fighter
planes.

“Ukrainian cities are lying in ruins,
and thousands of citizens are dead and
will keep dying because Ukraine’s de-
nial of fighter jets. These planes will
protect the Ukrainian sky from Rus-
sian air raids.

“There are MiG-29 warplanes sitting
at Allied bases in Europe ready for an
immediate transfer. Ukrainian pilots
are well-trained on these warplanes
and can use them to stop the mur-
derous attacks from the air tonight.

“We can no longer sit back and
watch schools, hospitals, homes, apart-
ment buildings, bomb shelters, every-

day people of all ages being mass mur-
dered on a daily basis.

“The news that a mother in labor and
her unborn baby died after a maternity
ward was bombed in Mariupol broke
my heart. It is a tragedy that could
have been prevented if Ukraine had the
planes to defend the sky.

“I know you deal with many re-
quests, but this is an existential need.
Ukraine will not survive without your
support. Nothing means more to me at
this moment. The world is in desperate
need of American leadership. Sin-
cerely, Mila Dudykevych.”

This letter was emailed to me 12 days
ago on Sunday, March 27, at 2:50 p.m.
We all have seen the death and destruc-
tion that has occurred since this date,
all which could have been avoided if
this President had exercised leadership
months ago by allowing for the release
of the fighter jets, which he failed then
and continues to fail now by refusing
to honor the request of a desperate
Ukrainian people whose only desire is
to live in a free country for which they
are willing to fight and die.

President Biden, the Ukrainian peo-
ple and all the free people around the
world do not deserve this type of bla-
tant incompetence and willful neglect
by the leader of the free world. Histo-
rians will record this truly sad course
of events for all the world to see in the
coming months and years. Mr. Presi-
dent, the words that will be recorded in
the annals of history will not be kind.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to direct their re-
marks to the Chair.

———

WE MUST WELCOME FLEEING
UKRAINIANS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. QUIGLEY) for 5 minutes.

Mr. QUIGLEY. Madam Speaker, this
weekend, the world watched in horror
as the retreat of Russian forces from
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the town of Bucha revealed the scope of
the appalling war crimes committed by
Vladimir Putin’s military.

Journalists and the Ukrainian mili-
tary discovered mass graves, bodies left
in the streets, and the evidence of a
massacre of civilians. These are war
crimes.

We know now, with certainty, what
fate awaits Ukrainians who are sub-
jected to Russian occupation. The
United States must open its doors to
welcome Ukrainians who are fleeing
this invasion.

As co-chair of the Congressional
Ukraine Caucus, early on in the con-
flict, I and others called on the Biden
administration to extend temporary
protected status to Ukrainians already
in the United States. I was proud when
the President heeded that call and
when he subsequently increased the
refugee cap.

We must do everything in our power
to accept fleeing refugees expedi-
tiously. This is a matter of life and
death. Over 4 million refugees have al-
ready fled the violence in Ukraine. Half
of those refugees are children. Millions
more remain trapped in cities and vil-
lages without access to food, clean
water, or medical care.

We now know that Putin’s military
is willing to slaughter any innocents
left behind. It is absolutely critical
that the U.S. do everything in its
power to assist the people of Ukraine.
This means military assistance, yes,
but it also means providing for Ukrain-
ians who make the difficult decision to
leave their homes behind.

We must support the nations that are
already taking in refugees. Allies, like
Poland, have already admitted more
than 2 million Ukrainian refugees into
their nation, and we should ensure that
Poland and other countries that have
opened their doors are able to help
these Ukrainians resettle safely.

This also means continuing to inves-
tigate the reports of refugees of color
being turned away at border crossings.
Here in the U.S., we have a long his-
tory as a safe harbor for people of the
world.

It has been inspiring to see Ameri-
cans offer unwavering support for
Ukraine from the outset of the Russian
invasion. I am confident that this sup-
port will mean Americans will rally to-
gether to support any Ukrainian refu-
gees who arrive on our shores. As they
do, Congress has an opportunity to re-
form our immigration system to be
more welcoming to individuals around
the world who are in need.

I share the outrage of my constitu-
ents who are watching what is unfold-
ing in Ukraine. As an advocate for
Ukrainians here at home and abroad, I
am also reminded that there are other
atrocities occurring around the world.
We can, and must, extend the same
outrage we have for the crimes in
Bucha to the crimes in Syria, the con-
flict in Tigray, the famine in Yemen,
and the violence in the Northern Tri-
angle. And just as we open our doors to
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Ukrainian refugees, we can, and must,
open our doors to refugees from around
the world.

In recent weeks, I have urged the
Biden administration to end title 42.
This policy allowed the U.S. to use the
pandemic as justification for expelling
migrants without a hearing before an
immigration judge. The administration
just announced last week that they in-
tend to end this policy.

One immediate effect will be that
Ukrainians arriving at our borders will
be able to seek asylum more easily,
but, critically, it also means that mi-
grants from the global south will no
longer be stranded in the immigration
process. The Federal Government
should seek out other avenues in which
providing recourse for Ukrainians will
make our system more equitable for all
immigrants.

Since the beginning of the pandemic,
foreign citizens seeking entry into the
U.S. have faced months-long waits for
counselor appointments. That backlog
now threatens to prevent fleeing
Ukrainians from reaching our shores.

The lengthy immigrant visa delays
have caused many Ukrainians to turn
to nonimmigrant visas so they can
reach temporary safety with family or
friends in the U.S. Yet, as Ukrainians
and other foreign citizens have been in-
creasingly forced to utilize non-
immigrant visas, wait times have dras-
tically increased.

Reporting last month showed that
wait times in Hungary were 275 days.
In Moldova, the wait was 329 days. On
February 28, the wait in Warsaw, Po-
land, was 86 days. Two days later, the
wait was 134 days for visitor visas and
more than 40 days for other types.

I sincerely hope the State Depart-
ment finds a way to dramatically de-
crease processing times for Ukrainians
who have fled their homelands, but we
cannot simply prioritize Ukrainian
cases and leave all others behind.
These wait times impact immigrants,
refugees, and asylum seekers from
around the world. Ukrainians are not
the only ones whose lives are in dan-
ger.

The tragedy in Ukraine has shone a
bright spotlight on the need for our en-
tire immigration system to be more in-
clusive. Congress cannot allow this mo-
ment to pass without finally address-
ing the flaws in our system. Too many
lives hang in the balance for us to do
nothing.

———

HONORING THE LIFE OF MIKE
JILOTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. WALTZ) for 5 minutes.

Mr. WALTZ. Madam Speaker, on De-
cember 25, Volusia County, Florida,
lost a great businessman and valued
community leader, Mike Jiloty.
Through Mike’s hard work and per-
sonal approach to business, he received
hundreds of industry awards. Serving
as the president of United Way of
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Volusia and Flagler Counties, Mike
fought for the health, education, and
stability of every person in his commu-
nity. He dedicated his time to the FU-
TURES Foundation for Volusia County
Schools to better prepare students for
their careers.

As a graduate of the Leadership Flor-
ida Class XIV, Mike used his skills as a
leader to serve his community and was
honored by several organizations, in-
cluding the Volusia Association of
School Administrators, the Daytona
Beach Community College Foundation,
the Conklin Center for the Blind, and
the Lodging and Hospitality Associa-
tion of Volusia County.

Madam Speaker, Mike Jiloty is a
true example of a servant leader. He
sought to inspire others, to make his
community a better place, and he is
missed dearly. It is my honor to recog-
nize him on the floor of the House of
Representatives today.

HONORING THE 75TH ANNIVERSARY OF JACKIE

ROBINSON INTEGRATING BASEBALL

Mr. WALTZ. Madam Speaker, Jackie
Robinson once said, ‘‘A life is not im-
portant except in the impact it has on
other lives.” On April 15, 1947, Jackie
Robinson created a lasting impact on
the lives of generations of Americans
when he stepped out of the dugout at
Ebbets Field before a crowd of more
than 26,000 spectators. This moment
would change the course of history and
have a lasting impact for generations
as he broke the color barrier as the
first African-American player in pro-
fessional baseball history.

Jackie Robinson is a true servant
leader, and his life and legacy has had
a major impact across the country, in-
cluding in my own congressional dis-
trict, where I am honored to have a
piece of his legacy at the Daytona City
Island Ballpark where, in 1946, Jackie
Robinson played in the very first inte-
grated major league baseball spring
training game. In 1990, in honor of the
life and legacy of Jackie Robinson, the
Daytona City Island Ballpark would be
renamed the Jackie Robinson Memo-
rial Ballpark.

Jackie Robinson’s impact was felt
across the Nation. It was the first time
a Black player competed with a minor
league team against a major league
team since the color line was imple-
mented in baseball in the 1880s. As we
observe the 756th anniversary of his cou-
rageous act, it is clear the impact and
legacy of Jackie Robinson on the ad-
vancement of human rights will be ev-
erlasting.

AlA DESIGNATED AN ALL-AMERICAN ROAD

Mr. WALTZ. Madam Speaker, of the
approximately 4 million miles of by-
ways and highways that stretch in all
directions across the United States,
there are very few that come close to
the beauty, history, and serenity that
encompasses the 72-mile stretch of A1A
that runs from St. Johns County, Flor-
ida, to Flagler County. Flanked by the
Atlantic Ocean and crisscrossing the
St. Johns River and Intracoastal Wa-
terway, for more than 75 years the A1A
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has provided motorists with breath-
taking views as it seamlessly inter-

twines Florida’s most remarkable
coastal landscapes and deep-rooted his-
tory.

As a kid growing up in northeast
Florida, any drive along the Al1A scenic
and historic coastal byway was a re-
minder of how lucky we were to live in
such a beautiful place.

Now, as the Representative of Flor-
ida’s north central region, home to
beautiful segments of A1A, I was proud
to cast one of my very first votes in
support of the Reviving America’s Sce-
nic Byways Act in February of 2019.
This act requires the Department of
Transportation to issue a request for
nominations to be designated under the
National Scenic Byways Program and
make publicly available a list speci-
fying the roads designated. President
Trump signed the bill into law in Sep-
tember of 2019.

I am pleased to announce in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD that on March 29 of
2022, the ribbon-cutting ceremony oc-
curred for the Federal Highway Admin-
istration’s designation of this beautiful
stretch of AlA as an All-American
Road.

——————

REMEMBERING DR. TERRANCE
NEWTON

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Delaware (Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER) for 5
minutes.

Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. Madam
Speaker, today, I rise to remember the
life of a remarkable public servant,
leader, and educator, Dr. Terrance
Newton.

Today, family, friends, and his be-
loved Warner School community are
saying good-bye to a person who they
called Newt.

Dr. Newton was a fixture in the Dela-
ware education system for decades,
himself a product of Wilmington’s East
Side, a Kappa Alpha Psi man, and a
Delaware State University man.

Newt would become known to his
students as their most fervent advo-
cate and ally. Every morning, he would
stand on the front steps of Warner Ele-
mentary and greet students as they
passed through the front doors, hug-
ging them, high-fiving them, and in-
spiring every child.

Dr. Newton was always looking for
unique and impactful ways to connect
with his students, going so far as to
open a barbershop where he could cut
the students’ hair in school, giving
them a safe space to talk about their
academics, their communities, and
their lives.

It is no exaggeration to say that Dr.
Terrance Newton was a powerful pillar
of the community, a real-life superhero
who spent every day devoted to the
next generation of Delawareans.

We have lost Dr. Terrance Newton far
too soon, but because of all the energy,
inspiration, and love that he poured
into his students, family, and commu-
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nity, his legacy will live on for a life-
time.

To his family, colleagues, students,
friends, I send sincere condolences.

Madam Speaker, I close with some
words from Dr. Newton himself. He
said of his students: “When I see them,
I see me. So, my goal is to change the
world.”

Indeed, Dr. Newton, you did.

————

FEDERAL AND STATE AGENCIES
TAKING FARMERS’ WATER SUP-
PLY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, I
have been speaking a little bit lately
about our supply chain issues and the
effects of inflation on real Americans,
real families, and talking a lot about
food grown in this country and the ef-
fects of some of the decisions made by
government on the ability to grow
food, especially in my home State of
California, which affects so much of
the supply chain for fruits, vegetables,
and nut products that the whole coun-
try, and even the world export market,
enjoys and uses.

What we are wrestling with right now
are decisions made by Federal and
State agencies on the effects of water
supply in California and the ripple ef-
fect it has on so many products.

For example, earlier this year, a de-
cision was made to withdraw what is
called a TUCP, a temporary urgency
change petition, for the amount of
water that would be flowing from our
storage in California out through the
delta and into the Pacific. This is
geared toward how much water is going
to be there for delta salinity and fish
habitat situations in the delta and up-
stream, somewhat.

There was an opportunity back in
December and January to curtail some
of the water flows that were coming
out of limited storage we already have
in the State of California, mainly Shas-
ta Dam and Oroville Dam, this on the
heels of a drought last year.

Lake Oroville, for example, hit its
lowest number ever. It didn’t even
make hydropower for the first time in
50 years because the lake was so low.

So, decisions were made based on a
pretty decent amount of rainfall in Oc-
tober and quite a bit of rain and
snowpack in December to withdraw
what was called the TUCP, the tem-
porary urgency change petition, which
would have the ability to let less water
out through the delta and a little less
for the salinity and fish habitat issues.

By the way, the fish, one of the ones
we are talking about, is called the
delta smelt. They haven’t found one, in
what they call trawls looking for the
fish, in 3 years. They are pretty much
nonexistent. Yet, we are still allowing
hundreds of thousands of acre-feet of
precious water to go out through the
bay to somehow try to mitigate that
situation.
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They decided to withdraw the change
petition, the TUCP, a decision made on
January 21, to say we are going to go
ahead and let the water flow at a high-
er level than is necessary. Water will
be trickling out of our dams, out of our
storage, at a rate much more than is
needed for a perception of salinity or
fish.

At the time when we are looking at
drought in California, low water sup-
plies, and all the unrest we have in the
world’s food supply chain—Hungary,
for example, is not going to export
grain this year. Russia and Ukraine
had been world market participants in
grain, especially Ukraine.

Ukraine is a very, very rich country
in wheat and many other ag products.
Their farmers, right now, are out there
trying to plant crops amidst all the
bombs being dropped on them by Rus-
sia. God bless them. But farmers in
this country are having bombs dropped
on them by Federal and State agencies
taking their water away.

At a point where we could have cur-
tailed a little bit of the water going
out through the delta and kept it for
ag use to grow rice, to grow almonds,
to grow olives, to grow tomatoes, many
things that we need, they decided on
January 21, no, we are just going to let
the water go out at the same rate.

At that point, Lake Shasta was only
at 35 percent of its capacity. Lake
Oroville was only at 45 percent of its
capacity. They thought, well, we are
going to bank on the idea that more
rain is going to come post-January 21
up until maybe April 1, when, histori-
cally, the rainfall tapers off.

These lakes are both well under half
full. They decided, no, we have plenty
of water because we had a massive
amount of rain and snow in December.
I mean, they threw the baby out with
the bathwater, so to speak, in making
this decision because anybody could
have seen that we needed to keep every
drop in those lakes that is coming in
there to build them up.

Now, had they reached the flood
stage where they have to allow a buffer
of space in the dams to provide for
flood control, which is approximately
about 850 feet of elevation in Oroville
and, I am going to guess, about 70, 75
percent of capacity—they are well
below that. They thought, oh, we are
going to have so much water coming in
that we will meet these marks.

Well, guess what? The rain did not
come in the latter part of January or
February or March, and now we are in
the first few days of April.

Here at this point, we are going to be
short on food, short on water, and they
are just now thinking about putting
the TUCP in here in early April. It is
very shortsighted and appalling.

CELEBRATING THE LIFE OF DR.
TOM RIVERA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. RUIz) for 5 minutes.
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Mr. RUIZ. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the life of an inspir-
ing leader, a great visionary, and my
friend, Dr. Tom Rivera.

Dr. Tom was born on September 22,
1939, in Colton, California. After grad-
uating from Colton High School, he at-
tended San Bernardino Valley College;
California State University, Los Ange-
les; the University of California, River-
side; and eventually UCLA, where he
earned his doctorate in education.

It was at Cal State LA that he met
the love of his life, Dr. Lily Rivera,
who shared his passion for service. To-
gether, they served in the Peace Corps
in Colombia, South America, before
marrying in 1965.

In all that he did, Dr. Tom strived to
inspire his students to achieve their
dreams. As associate dean for under-
graduate studies at CSU San
Bernardino, he was a pillar of the com-
munity. He devoted himself to the em-
powerment of local youth and main-
tained leadership roles in organizations
including the Kiwanis Club of Greater
San Bernardino, LULAC, the Pure
Land Foundation, and more.

Dr. Tom was relentless in his advo-
cacy. BEven in the face of his own
health challenges, he continued his
pursuit of a better future where His-
panic youth could achieve their
dreams.

In 1984, just 3 years after contracting
a virus that left him paralyzed, he
helped found the Inland Empire Future
Leaders Program, joining forces with
fellow educators, Susan Castro, Frank
Acosta, Henry Vasquez, and Bill Alli-
son.

Dr. Tom founded the organization to
address dropout rates among Hispanic
students. His vision was to encourage
youth to be proud of their roots and to
make a difference in their commu-
nities.

All these years later, that vision is
fulfilled in the Inland Empire Future
Leaders Program’s tremendous success.
It is fulfilled in the educators, lawyers,
doctors, and countless other Inland
Empire Future Leaders Program grad-
uates who have gone on to achieve so
many great things.

It is fulfilled right here in the Halls
of Congress with the gentleman from
California (Mr. AGUILAR), my good
friend, as Democratic Caucus vice
chair, and with me as chair of the Con-
gressional Hispanic Caucus.

I stand here because of Dr. Tom.
Back in the early years, in 1986, I at-
tended one of IEFLP’s leadership
trainings at Camp Seeley. That sum-
mer left a lasting mark on me and
changed the course of my future.

I learned the tools of leadership and
returned home, motivated to serve the
community. I became the first in
Coachella Valley High School to be
class president and ASB president all 4
years, and I learned to identify prob-
lems that needed to be addressed and
to become a part of the solution.

The experience strengthened my
dream and my resolve to become a doc-
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tor and serve the community. You see,
Dr. Tom’s guidance fueled in me a pas-
sion for social justice, a passion I lived
as a pre-med student organizer at
UCLA.

It is with Dr. Tom’s encouragement
that I applied to Harvard Medical
School to earn my medical degree and
graduate with my master’s in public
health and my master’s in public pol-
icy from Harvard University.

I am forever indebted to Dr. Tom for
his unyielding devotion to my growth
and the success of my peers. He was al-
ways there for us. He was always there
to motivate us, to celebrate us, and to
give us a smile when we needed it
most.

He gave us a family, a familia, in
which we found reassurance and
strength. All IEFLP graduates share a
common bond because of him. To this
day, when I meet a fellow Inland Em-
pire Future Leaders Program graduate,
we reminisce about his kindness and
grace.

We said good-bye to Dr. Tom just last
month, in March 2022. However, we
know that his legacy will live on in
each and every one of us. We know that
his memory will survive in the hearts
of his beloved wife, Dr. Lily; his broth-
er, Ray; his children, Evelyn, Patricia,
and Tom; and all of his wonderful
grandchildren.

Together, we mourn his passing and
celebrate his full life, knowing that he
was a good man and an extraordinary
public servant whose impact will be
felt for generations to come.

————

RECOGNIZING THE LEGACY OF DR.
TOM RIVERA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
California (Mr. AGUILAR) for 5 minutes.

Mr. AGUILAR. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to follow the words of my
good friend, Dr. RAUL RUIZ, as we
honor this towering figure from our re-
gion, the Inland Empire.

For more than 50 years, Dr. Rivera
served our community as an educator,
administrator, and community leader.
His passing in March was felt by all of
us, and it left too large of a void for
just one of us to fill.

Back in 1985, our region suffered.
More than half of the Latino students
in our region didn’t finish high school.

While others ignored the problem,
Dr. Tom rolled up his sleeves as an
elected school board member, as a life-
long educator. He joined with commu-
nity leaders to form the Inland Empire
Future Leaders Program to help these
students stay in school.
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As a result, more than 99 percent of
the students who go through this pro-
gram have graduated high school.
Ninety percent have gone to college.
Dr. Tom’s positive influence, his beliefs
in what we could become if given the
opportunity, helped shape doctors, law-
yers, teachers, and, yes, a couple Mem-
bers of Congress.
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Dr. Tom gave working-class kids like
me a chance for a better life, for our-
selves and for our family, and he
taught us that no matter where life
takes us, never lose sight of our herit-
age and our culture, and always give
back to our community.

It is a testament to his unwavering
faith in our young people that Dr.
RAUL RUIZ and I are standing on the
House floor today. I was proud to call
Dr. Tom a mentor, a friend, and impor-
tantly, a constituent. He would always
ask me how my grandmother was
doing. He went to school on the south
side of Colton with members of my
family, and he always took the time to
ask how they were doing, what they
were up to, how he could help them.

My thoughts go out to his wife, Dr.
Lily Rivera, his children, and grand-
children.

Madam Speaker, now it is our re-
sponsibility, those of us in roles of
making policy, those of us in our com-
munities who strive to make our com-
munity a better place, it is up to us to
carry his legacy forward and to lift up
the next generation of Latino leaders.

——————

CONCERNS ABOUT KETANJI
BROWN JACKSON

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK). The Chair rec-
ognizes the gentleman from Georgia
(Mr. CLYDE) for 5 minutes.

Mr. CLYDE. Madam Speaker, I rise
today to emphasize my concern about
President Biden’s U.S. Supreme Court
nominee, Ketanji Brown Jackson, com-
monly known as KBJ, and to express
my deep disappointment for any Sen-
ator that votes for her confirmation
this week.

While I do not have a vote on KBJ’s
confirmation, I do have a voice. And I
will continue using my voice to tell the
American people the truth.

The truth is that Ketanji Brown
Jackson is incapable of holding crimi-
nals accountable.

Throughout her career, Judge Jack-
son’s sentences have been drastically
lower than the national average, even
for individuals who have committed
the most egregious crimes imaginable.

When analyzing all criminal case
sentencing imposed by U.S. District
Courts, Judge Jackson issued signifi-
cantly lighter sentences, almost 34 per-
cent less than the national average.

Specifically, the statistics reveal a
more sinister pattern when broken
down to child pornography and child
sex torture cases.

When sentencing criminals for pos-
session of child pornography, KBJ im-
posed sentences 57 percent less than
the national average. Additionally, she
issued sentences 47 percent less than
the national average for those con-
victed of distributing these atrocious
images of child sex torture.

Disturbingly, child sex torture, one
of the most heinous crimes of all, is
met with compassion and concessions
from Judge Jackson.
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In fact, here are some quotes from
KBJ in the U.S. v. Hawkins cases in-
volving Mr. Hawkins, an 18-year-old
adult man charged with downloading
many images and videos of innocent
children being tortured by sex offend-
ers. During this case KBJ said: ‘‘I feel
so sorry for you’’—in reference to Mr.
Hawkins himself—‘‘and for the anguish
that this has caused all of you.”

Judge Jackson feels sorry for the per-
petrator. Excuse me? What about the
victims and the anguish that this tor-
ture has caused them?

In addition, KBJ stated: ‘“This seems
to be a situation in which you were fas-
cinated by sexual images involving
what were essentially your peers.”

Peers? Really?

The vile content Mr. Hawkins pos-
sessed depicted boys as young as 8
years old. Mr. Hawkins was 18 at the
time, over twice their age.

Keep in mind, the sentencing guide-
lines called for up to 10 years in prison
for Mr. Hawkins, yet Ketanji Brown
Jackson sentenced this predator to just
3 months in jail. Three months.

Madam Speaker, we are not talking
about someone who disobeyed traffic
laws. This is a man convicted of pos-
sessing multiple images of child sex
torture.

This is sickening and wrong, plain
and simple.

It is not just Judge Jackson’s record
that is worthy of outrage. Revelations
from her recent testimony speak vol-
umes to KBJ’s interest in legislating
from the bench.

When asked to provide the definition
for the word ‘‘woman,” KBJ absurdly
said she could not, adding that she
isn’t a biologist.

Can you think of a more illogical ex-
cuse? The word ‘“‘woman” is a term I
am sure that most third graders can
accurately describe with ease.

By failing to define a woman, Judge
Jackson has shown her true narrative
to the American people, exposing her
loyalty to the woke left. It is no secret
that radical activists are waging a bi-
zarre and dangerous war on women.
From women’s sports to large corpora-
tions, liberals are attempting to erase
women while claiming to fight for
women’s rights.

So by refusing to define a woman,
Judge Jackson has revealed that she
both accepts and supports the left’s
treacherous agenda. Furthermore,
KBJ’s inability to accept and acknowl-
edge the differences between men and
women raises serious doubt and ques-
tions about her ability to decide judi-
cial outcomes regarding sex, such as
title IX cases.

Bottom line, Ketanji Brown Jack-
son’s resistance to the realities that
exist between men and women is deeply
unsettling and proves that she will ad-
judicate with an agenda, an immoral
agenda that is blatantly wrong for our
country.

In another disheartening display of
her disqualifications, KBJ also refused
to recognize Americans’ natural rights.
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From the founding of our great coun-
try, both our citizenry and our govern-
ment have acknowledged that we are
provided unalienable rights by our cre-
ator. It is unconscionable that a nomi-
nee to our Nation’s highest court
would reject this foundational prin-
ciple, and it is alarming that Senators
will still ignore KBJ’s appalling testi-
mony and vote for her to serve our ju-
dicial system for life.

Mark my words, Ketanji Brown Jack-
son’s refusal to acknowledge Ameri-
cans’ natural rights from God is a Tro-
jan horse for tyranny, presenting yet
another glaring example of why she is
unfit for the Supreme Court.

We know she is soft on crime. We
know she is a vessel for the woke left’s
dangerous ideology. And we know she
cannot definitively defend Americans’
God-given rights or precious freedoms.

Yet, despite KBJ’s frightening record
and recent testimony, the Senate in-
tends to vote on her confirmation to
the Supreme Court this week.

If KBJ becomes a Supreme Court
Justice, she will serve for decades, so-
lidifying and strengthening the left’s
menacing grip on our rule of law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CLYDE. Her decisions will im-
pact future Americans for generations
to come, setting precedent that will ul-
timately guide our great Nation once
you and I are long gone.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. CLYDE. Without question, Amer-
icans from Maine, Utah to Alaska,
from sea to shining sea, are watching
intently, praying their Senators’ vote
will represent——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is no longer recognized.

———————

JUDGE JACKSON DESERVES
CONFIRMATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Washington (Ms. STRICKLAND) for 5
minutes.

Ms. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker,
I stand before you to talk about two
topics: The confirmation of Judge
Jackson, as well as the Restaurant Re-
vitalization Fund.

Judge Jackson is more qualified than
the people with whom she will serve,
and she is not soft on crime. It is why
she has the endorsement of the Fra-
ternal Order of Police and the Inter-
national Association of Police Chiefs,
hardly the radical left.

As we look at the opportunity to
make history, we want to make sure
that our Supreme Court is representa-
tive and reflective of our entire Nation.

Judge Jackson deserves confirma-
tion. She has earned it, and she will be
someone that we are proud to have on
the Supreme Court.

RESTAURANT RELIEF

Ms. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker,
this week is one to celebrate. After al-
most a year of bipartisan, bicameral

The
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negotiations, the House will finally
take up legislation to replenish the
Restaurant Revitalization Fund and
move us one step closer to getting
much-needed relief for restaurants
across the finish line.

The funds provided by Congress in
2021 were a lifeline for so many busi-
nesses in Washington State and across
our Nation. Restaurants were hit espe-
cially hard by highly transmissible
COVID-19 variants, staffing shortages,
supply chain issues, and inflation,
which only added to the existing chal-
lenges and long-term effects that
brought many to the brink of closing
their doors for good.

Restaurants have lost 2 years’ worth
of revenue, and it will take them years
to recover and repay their debts. In
fact, in Washington State alone, the
average full-service restaurant reports
being $160,000 in debt, and it would
take them over 3 years to repay it.

I know how critical this second round
of funding is because I regularly hear
about it from my constituents. The
south Puget Sound of Washington
State is the proud home of so many
small, local restaurants, including
Vien Dong in the Lincoln International
District and Budd Bay Cafe in Olympia,
to name a few.

Many businesses are still struggling
to get back on their feet, and most
were shut out from ever receiving relief
in the first place.

That is why on February 10, I led the
Washington State delegation in send-
ing a letter to congressional leadership
urging them to replenish the Res-
taurant Revitalization Fund and help
these employers and employees in need
as soon as possible.

These businesses are often neighbor-
hood anchors and family-owned. They
are often owned by women, veterans,
minorities, and immigrants. They are a
critical part of the south Sound and
Washington State’s economy. We must
do everything we can to support them
and push for an equitable and inclusive
recovery.

————

FARMERS FACE ENORMOUS AND
IMMEDIATE CHALLENGES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5
minutes.

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania.
Madam Speaker, I rise today to discuss
the full Agriculture Committee hear-
ing that we held on March 16, the focus
of which was the 2018 farm bill and the
role of climate change.

Recently, The New York Times wrote
a series of stories and produced several
videos denigrating rural Americans for
providing the country with the safest,
most abundant, and most affordable
food supply in the history of the world.

Let’s set the record straight. U.S. ag-
riculture accounts for less than 10 per-
cent of greenhouse gas emissions, and
that is according to the Environmental
Protection Agency. Over the last 70
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years, U.S. agriculture has tripled food
and fiber production while usage of
land, energy, fertilizer and other inputs
has remained steady.

Early in the first session of this Con-
gress, several of my Republican col-
leagues and I introduced a slate of cli-
mate-friendly and farmer-focused bills.
These bills are driven by commonsense
solutions to benefit our environment
and our farm industry.

Our farmers, ranchers, foresters, and
producers are the original climate
champions. While there is more to be
done, we must prevent efforts to fun-
damentally upend our commodity, con-
servation, and crop insurance programs
to appease Washington think tanks. We
must also reject complicating our pro-
grams and making climate the focus of
every title of the upcoming farm bill
reauthorization.

Madam Speaker, under the umbrella
of natural land solutions, which in-
cludes farmers that grow crops, live-
stock, and our foresters, the research
has shown that at this moment, based
on the technology they use, they are
responsible for sequestering 6.1
gigatons of carbon annually, green-
house gas emissions.

To put that into perspective, that
takes care of all the greenhouse gas
emissions that are emitted on those
lands, plus sequestering an additional
10.1 percent. So truly, the American
farmer, rancher, and forester are the
climate change champions anywhere in
the world because of our science, tech-
nology, and innovation.

We must ensure agriculture produc-
tion remains viable in rural America to
keep production from increasing in
areas of the world with lower environ-
mental standards, worse labor condi-
tions, and fewer food safety consider-
ations. And that is why a robust safety
net is critical to keeping farms and
production here in the United States
while lowering overall global green-
house gas emissions.

Madam Speaker, our country and our
farmers face enormous and immediate
challenges including higher food prices,
record inflation, and input costs, at-
tacks on our energy independence,
crop-protection tools, and dependable
labor.

Now, these are the issues I hear
about as I travel my district and the
country. These are the issues we should
be addressing.

I hope at the end of the day we recog-
nize that our voluntary, locally led, in-
centive-based conservation system is
working as intended, and that we must
not undermine its continued success in
supporting the environment and pro-
ducers.

American agriculture is science.
American agriculture is technology.
And American agriculture is innova-
tion. The demands of a 2lst century
farm economy, and economically via-
ble climate solutions, depend on tools
and policies that continue to unleash
and increase the United States agri-
culture productivity.
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VIRGIN ISLANDS HISTORY

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
STANTON). The Chair recognizes the
gentlewoman from the Virgin Islands
(Ms. PLASKETT) for 5 minutes.

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, the
Virgin Islands and its people speak of
great resilience. We are a people rich in
history and agriculture, struggles and
triumphs in the face of disenfranchise-
ment.

March 31, 2022, marked 104 years that
the Virgin Islands of the United States
have been part of the United States.
Our islands were acquired by the
United States in the costliest per-acre
sale in U.S. land purchase. We became
the most easterly point of the United
States, and served to protect the Carib-
bean Basin and the Panama Canal, par-
ticularly during World War I.

The sale of the Danish West Indies
pulled Denmark out of depression and
gave them the capital resources, gold
bullion, necessary for them to become
the happiest country that we Kknow
today. The brutal slavery and serf sys-
tem that they inflicted on my ances-
tors, however, was not a happy time.

During the transfer of ceremonies on
March 31, 1917, the people of the Virgin
Islands, my people, were citizens of no
country. All four of my grandparents
were alive and living on the island of
St. Croix at the time of the transfer.

Only qualified Danish citizens living
in Denmark were able to vote in the
plebiscite.
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Of my eight great-grandparents, I be-
lieve one may have met the land and
income requirement mandatory to be
able to vote. Only one would have been
able to vote for his destiny.

And after the purchase, those living
in the territory, my grandparents,
great-grandparents, aunts, uncles, my
family, were citizens of no country, no-
where, for 10 years.

Yet, after becoming citizens, Virgin
Islanders came immediately to Wash-
ington and petitioned, pleaded to be
part of the draft. You see, Virgin Is-
landers, like the other territories,
serve and give the ultimate sacrifice in
far greater number per capita than
those Americans on the mainland. We
wanted and still are willing to take on
the responsibility, not just the privi-
lege.

Until the United States began owner-
ship of territories, largely comprised of
minority, Black and Brown people, dis-
enfranchisement of territories was a
temporary condition. From the 1787
Northwest Ordinance until the acquisi-
tion of Puerto Rico, lands were deemed
territories with the expectation that
they would become States.

The disenfranchisement and unequal
treatment of people in the Virgin Is-
lands are de jure law. The Insular Cases
decided at the turn of the century in
the Plessy v. Ferguson-era by the Su-
preme Court, established a doctrine of
separate and unequal status for over-
seas territories.
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However, the disenfranchisement and
unequal treatment continues today
through court cases in the Bush,
Obama, Trump, and now Biden admin-
istration, through their oral and writ-
ten arguments to the Supreme Court,
as well as my own colleagues, Con-
gress’ unwillingness to grant equal
treatment requests made by represent-
atives from the territories.

My fight in Washington has been to
level and create equity, to counter the
many ways that such disenfranchise-
ment affects our lives, Federal funding,
healthcare access, veterans’ benefits,
structural damage after natural disas-
ters due to longstanding unequitable
funding.

It is my deepest honor to be grounded
by my history, my parents, and my an-
cestors from the Virgin Islands, many
of whom have played an integral role
in the history of this Nation, long even
before we were a part of this country;
from Denmark Vesey, leader of the
Charleston, South Carolina, slave re-
volt; David Levy Yulee, the first Jew-
ish Senator in the United States; Wil-
liam Leidesdorff, the founder of San
Francisco; Edward Wilmot Blyden, one
of the founders of Liberia; even today,
my predecessor, the first female physi-
cian of this body as a Member of Con-
gress, Donna Christensen; and even
this weekend, NCAA Women’s Basket-
ball Champion, Aliyah Boston.

Our contributions to this Nation are
undisputed, and 104 years after our
transfer from Denmark to the U.S. pos-
session, our claim to full and inviolable
rights as citizens of this country are
long overdue.

———————

COMMUNITY PROJECT FUNDING

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Michigan (Ms. TLAIB) for 5 minutes.

Ms. TLAIB. Mr. Speaker, I rise as a
proud Member to support the 13th Con-
gressional District.

My district is the third poorest Con-
gressional District in the country, and
direct funding and aid to support our
most vulnerable communities is so
critical to communities like mine.

I want to take a moment to uplift
the work that my team and I have done
to deliver for our residents through the
community projects funding.

I don’t know if folks know, but we
have the oldest Boys and Girls Club in
the Nation, and they are going to see $2
million in investments to improve the
facility in Highland Park so more of
our young people can come into a
building that is safe and a building
that is going to be able to help them
thrive.

Also, the Urban Neighborhoods Ini-
tiative’s Southwest Detroit Creative
Connections Collaborative; they are
going to be able to create a safe space,
community space for our families, es-
pecially our youth. This is the commu-
nity I grew up in, with 20 different
ethnicities.
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We are also going to be able to help
Detroit homeowners receive home re-
pair grants for energy efficiency. En-
terprise Community Partners is so
eager to be able to work with my sea-
soned residents; and my seasoned resi-
dents are eager to see their homes be-
come not only energy efficient, but
also accessible, as many are struggling
with access because of disability.

The Eastside Community Network is
going to be able to establish the
Stoudamire Wellness HUB for the
eastside Detroit residents who are,
right now, struggling to access
healthcare.

We are also going to be able to help,
some relief—and this is just the begin-
ning—to help many of our families in
Dearborn Heights and Wayne County
address the number of families that
continue to be impacted by flooding be-
cause of Ecorse Creek’s challenges.

We are also going to be able to sup-
port ProsperUS Detroit Micro Lending
to support some of our small businesses
and expand some of the work they have
already done to Detroit all the way to
western Wayne and Inkster.

I am also so proud of the investment
that we are going to have in the Ruth
Ellis Center to provide safe, affordable,
identity-affirming housing for
marginalized Black and Brown Detroit-
ers, especially my LGBTQ-plus youth.

I am also going to be able to stand
there with my City of Wayne residents
to see, finally, the Goudy Park Amphi-
theater space be able to be rehabbed. It
is a space that many of our schools use
for graduations, for gatherings, and
just really truly coming together as a
community.

We are also going to be able to see
over 300 of our high school students in
the Western Wayne School District,
along with the partnership of SEMCA,
be able to access vocational tech-
nology, career-tech programs.

We are also going to see a $2.5 million
investment in our Inkster Senior
Wellness Center. This is one of—again,
Inkster has some of my spectacular
seasoned residents, and they are eager,
again, to have a space to come to-
gether, especially after the challenges
during the pandemic.

I want to thank Chairwoman
DELAURO and the Appropriations Com-
mittee staff, and the incredible hard
work of my team, for a thoughtful and
engaging process that really targeted
communities with the most needs.

I am proud and committed to contin-
ued engagement with all of my 13th
Congressional District communities to
find funding to address the needs be-
cause they truly deserve it.

——

AFFORDABLE INSULIN NOW

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. GARCIA) for 5 minutes.

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I
rise to recognize the incredible impact
the bipartisan Affordable Insulin Now
Act will have on Americans across the
Nation.
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It is no secret diabetes poses a major
health burden to Americans across our
country. Texas, in particular, suffers
greatly from the effects of type 2 diabe-
tes. BEvery day, new Texans are diag-
nosed. On top of that, the rate of new
cases increases every single year.

This topic, Mr. Speaker, hits very
close to home. I have seen firsthand
the hurdles diabetes creates for fami-
lies simply looking to live a quiet life
and be alone and have a good, produc-
tive life. In my family, my mother
faced uphill health battles because of
diabetes most of her adult life. She
died eventually of diabetes complica-
tions.

Diabetes runs in my family. In fact,
my doctor tells me that no matter
what I do, I may end up getting diabe-
tes. I am one of 10 children. Five of us
have already gotten diabetes and are
dependent on insulin.

Sadly, this epidemic disproportion-
ately impacts older adults, especially
Latinos, minorities, and populations
with lower levels of education. It re-
mains one of the leading causes of
death in Texas and the United States.
In my own home county of Harris
County, diabetes is the fifth leading
cause of death.

Even when purchased through Medi-
care, insulin is more than three times
as expensive in the United States than
in the U.K. The bipartisan Affordable
Insulin Now Act is truly needed to save
lives.

The Affordable Insulin Now Act caps
insulin copays at $35 per month or 25
percent of an insurance plan’s nego-
tiated price, whichever is lower. It is a
great first step, and it will save lives.
But more must be done.

You see, Mr. Speaker, Americans
without health insurance will not ben-
efit from this bill. This will help those
residents who are fortunate to already
have health insurance, and we welcome
this support. Again, it is a great first
step. But much more is very needed.

Texas is the State with the highest
rate of uninsured individuals and, in
my district, 33 percent of the residents
in my district do not have health in-
surance.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, my district has
the highest number of uninsured people
than in any other district in the Na-
tion. To make matters worse, diabetes
is highly concentrated in east Texas,
the area where I live. It pains me that
these folks were not included in the
bill.

The immense health and emotional
challenges diabetes brings to house-
holds are burdensome enough; but its
economic strain is ruthless to families
not fortunate enough to have insur-
ance.

Because of corporate greed and com-
panies focused only on profits, Texans
without medical insurance face astro-
nomical prices for insulin. In short,
people with diabetes have medical ex-
penses approximately 2.3 times higher
than those who do not have diabetes.

The out-of-pocket costs for
healthcare and insulin have crippled
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hardworking Americans across our
country. It has gotten so bad that one
in four people have rationed, rationed
lifesaving insulin because they could
not afford proper dosage amounts. This
is unacceptable and wrong, and we
must do better.

No one—I repeat, no one—should
have to gamble with their health by ra-
tioning insulin to make ends meet. The
bipartisan Affordable Insulin Now Act
will save lives, and it is a great step
forward. But I will continue fighting
for residents across my district who do
not currently have health insurance
but do need insulin. We will continue
to fight until we get it done.

——
STOP MASS SHOOTINGS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. DEUTCH) for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEUTCH. Mr. Speaker, a re-
cently released Violence Project study
has found that more than half of all
mass shootings between 1966 and 2019
occurred since 2000. There have been
more and more shootings. It is getting
worse and worse. Mass shootings have
occurred in the workplace, on college
campuses, in our houses of worship,
and in our schools. We must do better.

These shootings cut off young lives
and devastate families. We owe it to
the victims to do more to combat gun
violence in our communities. We owe it
to Joaquin Oliver.

Joaquin was 17 years old when he was
shot and killed with an assault rifle at

Marjory Stoneman Douglas High
School in Parkland, Florida. This is
Joaquin.

But this symbol of Joaquin is also an
assault rifle. You see, this is an assault
rifle that was purchased by Joaquin’s
dad, Manny, without a background
check.

Manny went to a gun show in Florida
and bought a high-powered rifle with-
out a background check. Then he went
home, and he melted it down to make
this statue of his son, who was killed
by a similar weapon in his school on
Valentine’s Day.

This statue of Joaquin is now a pow-
erful reminder of our weak gun laws
and the countless American lives that
have been stolen, families broken by
gun violence.

When Manny went to a gun show, the
seller pushed him to buy the rifle, to
buy ammunition, to buy a high-capac-
ity magazine, all at one time, without
a background check. And Manny won-
dered, what’s the rush?

What is the rush? Why does anyone
need a deadly arsenal in one afternoon,
with no questions asked?

We have put a lot of effort into mak-
ing background checks work well for
legal gun buyers. The National Instant
Criminal Background System, the
NICS system, returns results in as fast
as 30 seconds.

Every gun buyer at a gun show, every
gun buyer online, every gun buyer at a
licensed dealer, every gun buyer should
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go through that system to keep our
communities safe. But they don’t be-
cause of a dangerous loophole like the
one that allowed Manny to buy an AR-
15 at a gun show without a background
check.
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The background check system is the
foundation of gun safety in America.
When that foundation is weak, like it
is today, it makes all of us less safe.

We need universal background
checks. States with laws requiring
background checks on all sales have
lower gun homicide rates than States
that don’t. Guns from States that lack
background check laws often end up re-
covered from crime scenes in neigh-
boring States without those tough
laws.

That is why we need a uniform na-
tional requirement to end weak gun
laws that contribute to trafficking.

The President visited New York City
recently after two police officers were
fatally shot, and he urged the need for
universal background checks. He right-
ly said our country needs a comprehen-
sive strategy to dramatically reduce
gun violence. The Attorney General of
the United States has directed U.S. at-
torneys to confront gun trafficking
across State lines and in cities.

I strongly support the President’s
call for a comprehensive strategy. As
part of that strategy, Congress should
do what many States are currently
working on to ban untraceable ghost
guns, similar to the law that was
signed in New York in October of last
year. Congress can do this.

Congress should also pass safe stor-
age legislation to protect kids from
being harmed by loaded weapons kept
unsafely in their homes. We should ban
weapons of war that don’t belong in our
community and are regularly used to
hunt innocent people. Who needs to be
able to fire off 50 or 100 rounds at a
time?

Congress should recognize that high-
capacity magazines have no place in
our communities and that their only
purpose is to make it easy to cause
mass casualties.

These proposals have significant sup-
port. Ninety percent of Americans, in-
cluding gun owners, want universal and
stronger background checks.

Would a stronger background check
system prevent every instance of gun
violence? No, of course not. Would end-
ing large-capacity ammunition maga-
zines prevent mass casualties caused
by guns? No, but they will make us
safer. They will make our communities
safer. They will make our schools
safer. They will make the workplace
safer. They will make people feel safer
as they attend religious services. They
will make it easier for law enforcement
to do their jobs safely every day.

Continued inaction on confronting
gun violence will only lead to more in-
nocent people dying from firearms.
Congress must take action to get
strong gun violence prevention legisla-
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tion for Joaquin and the 16 others who
were taken at Stoneman Douglas, for
their families, and for America.

—————

HONORING THE MEMORY OF
PRIVATE ANDREW LADNER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. PALAZzZzO) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to honor the homecoming of
World War II Private Andrew Ladner,
whose remains finally came home 80
yvears after being killed in action.

Private Ladner was assigned to the
126th Infantry Regiment, 32nd Infantry
Division. On November 30, 1942, during
a blockade to prevent a Japanese as-
sault on the island of New Guinea, he
was killed during the initial wave and
was reportedly buried 26 yards west of
the road the unit was blockading.

After the war, his remains could not
be found and eventually were declared
nonrecoverable. However, between a
little luck and the never-quit Army at-
titude and exhaustive research, they
located his remains in 2016.

Now Private Ladner can be laid to
rest in a way he deserves. I know his
family takes comfort in his example of
a life well lived and the legacy he left
behind all those years ago.

Private Ladner was part of the
Greatest Generation of Americans. His
family can find solace in knowing his
legacy will never die but lives on with
every American who puts on the uni-
form of the United States military.

On behalf of the Fourth Congres-
sional District of Mississippi, we honor
the memory of Private Andrew Ladner,
who gave his life for his family and the
country he so dearly loved.

Private Ladner, may you rest in
peace. God bless you, and Semper
Fidelis.

————

MAKING HEALTHCARE MORE AF-
FORDABLE AND ACCESSIBLE
THAN EVER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCCORMICK)
for 5 minutes.

Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to applaud President
Joe Biden’s executive order to bring
down the cost of health insurance and
expand health coverage. The executive
order represents the most significant
action to strengthen the Affordable
Care Act since it was signed into law.

Consistent with the administration’s
mission, my colleagues and I in Con-
gress voted in favor of the Affordable
Insulin Now Act, which will lower costs
for hardworking families by capping
the out-of-pocket costs for insulin at
$35 per month.

President Biden’s executive order de-
livers a longstanding Democratic pri-
ority for strengthening the Affordable
Care Act and fixing the so-called fam-
ily glitch. Without this step, current
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regulations define employer-based
health insurance as affordable if the
coverage is provided solely for the em-
ployee and not for family members.

For family members of an employee
offered health coverage through an em-
ployer, the cost for that family cov-
erage can sometimes be very expensive
and make health insurance out of
reach. The family glitch affects 5 mil-
lion people and has made it impossible
for many families to use the premium
tax credit to purchase an affordable,
high-quality marketplace plan.

Fixing the family glitch builds on
several steps Democrats have taken to
lower health costs and build on the Af-
fordable Care Act, including the Amer-
ican Rescue Plan, which was signed
into law last year. The American Res-
cue Plan is saving families an average
of $2,400 in annual premiums and has
helped enroll 14.5 million Americans in
marketplace plans.

Thanks to Democratic leadership,
healthcare is more affordable and ac-
cessible than ever. Our American Res-
cue Plan dramatically lowered the cost
of marketplace plans and helped enroll
millions of Floridians into quality, af-
fordable coverage.

As House Democrats fight to build a
better America for all people, I will
continue to work to lower healthcare
costs and prescription drug prices for
all Floridian families.

———
RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair
declares the House in recess until noon
today.

Accordingly (at 11 o’clock and 6 min-
utes a.m.), the House stood in recess.

——
O 1200

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at
noon.

———
PRAYER

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret
Grun Kibben, offered the following
prayer:

Sovereign God, nothing in all of cre-
ation is hidden from Your sight. Your
eyes, O Lord, are everywhere. You see
everything from the wars that rage
around the world and into the recesses
of each heart. Everything is uncovered
and laid bare before Your eyes that all
must give account.

Call to account, then, the wicked and
the good. Unspeakable atrocities have
taken place throughout Ukraine. Bring
to justice those who have failed to
demonstrate any evidence of human de-
cency. Bring to Your court those who
have disregarded the precious life of
the innocent.

Raise up the good and strengthen the
noble, and give success to their efforts
to shield and shelter the displaced and
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defeated. Embolden the voices of those
who would speak truth to power and
amplify their words that Your truth
would reach even the hardest of hearts.

Give wisdom to the leadership, to our
own, as they balance the moral respon-
sibility to aid those in danger with the
evident risk of escalation; and to Presi-
dent Zelenskyy and his advisers, that
they would remain courageous and in-
spiring in their quest for peace and se-
curity in their country.

Keep Your eyes upon us, O Lord. Con-
ceal not our sin from Your sight, but
let Your righteousness be revealed and
Your justice accomplished.

In the power of Your name, we pray.

Amen.

————

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to section
11(a) of House Resolution 188, the Jour-
nal of the last day’s proceedings is ap-
proved.

———

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. WEBER) come forward
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al-
legiance.

Mr. WEBER of Texas led the Pledge
of Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God,
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER

The SPEAKER. The Chair will enter-
tain up to 15 requests for 1-minute
speeches on each side of the aisle.

———

SUPPORTING BIPARTISAN SUPPLY
CHAIN PROVISIONS

(Mrs. DINGELL asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Mrs. DINGELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise today in strong support of the bi-
partisan supply chain provisions in-
cluded in the House-passed America
COMPETES Act.

Every day, we are hearing from our
constituents about inflation and rising
prices, and one critical factor contrib-
uting to these issues is continued dis-
ruptions in the domestic supply chain.

The America COMPETES supply
chain subtitle establishes an office of
manufacturing security and resilience
within the Department of Commerce to
monitor, identify, map, and mitigate
supply chain vulnerabilities.

It also authorizes billions in grants
and loans to support the manufac-
turing of critical goods, equipment,
and cutting-edge technologies that are
essential to our national and economic
security.

The investments included in the bi-
partisan America COMPETES supply
chain subtitle will allow us to preempt
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future shocks to our supply chain, and
we must be proactive in strengthening
our manufacturing capacity to secure
our future.

I hope that this critical subtitle re-
mains in the bill and is retained in any
final package the conference process
yields.

———

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Ms.
Byrd, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate has passed without amend-
ment a bill of the House of the fol-
lowing title:

H.R. 5681. An act to authorize the reclassi-
fication of the tactical enforcement officers
(commonly known as the ‘“‘Shadow Wolves’’)
in the Homeland Security Investigations tac-
tical patrol unit operating on the lands of
the Tohono O’odham Nation as special
agents, and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate has passed a bill of the fol-
lowing title in which the concurrence
of the House is requested:

S. 2123. An act to establish the Federal
Clearinghouse on Safety and Security Best
Practices for Faith-Based Organizations and
Houses of Worship, and for other purposes.

———————

SUPPORTING SOUTH CAROLINA
EXPORT SALES

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.)

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I am grateful to report that
the total export sales from the State of
South Carolina topped nearly $30 bil-
lion last year.

Increasing their influence, State ex-
porters reached over 195 countries,
with Germany and Canada tops. Ko-
rean investments are monumental by
Samsung, and I praise today the Ko-
rean delegation of Dr. Jin Park and
Tae-yong Cho.

Most notably, the Palmetto State
leads the Nation in export sales of tires
produced by Michelin, Bridgestone,
Giti Tire, Continental, and Trelleborg
Wheel Systems.

South Carolina also leads in pas-
senger motor vehicle exports, including
BMW, Volvo Cars, Honda, and Mer-
cedes-Benz Vans.

In order to further support this vital
market, South Carolina ports have in-
vested over $2 billion in infrastructure,
according to South Carolina Port Au-
thority President Jim Newsome, soon
to be succeeded by COO Barbara Mel-
vin, backed up by Governor Henry
McMaster.

In conclusion, God bless Ukraine.
God save Ukraine. God bless
Volodymyr Zelenskyy as he fights to
maintain his freedom for all the people
of the world.

SUPPORTING THE AMERICA
COMPETES ACT
(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)
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Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, for gen-
erations, America’s innovations, from
electricity to automobiles, robotics to
plastics, have shaped the course of his-
tory.

We prevailed because we were pre-
eminent in our investments in science,
research, and technology.

But today, America’s preeminence is
being challenged. Other countries have
followed our lead in research, science,
and technology.

As a result, more of the technology
that we are relying on today is made
abroad, driving up the cost at home,
contributing to inflation, threatening
our workers’ financial security and
their jobs, and eroding our Nation’s
competitiveness.

That is why Chairwoman EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON and the Committee on
Science, Space, and Technology, along
with 13 other committees of the House,
crafted a data-driven, results-oriented
package to help our Nation meet and
win in the 21st century.

I associate myself with the remarks
of the gentlewoman from Michigan in
support of the COMPETES Act. The
House America COMPETES Act is pre-
cisely what is needed to ensure Amer-
ica’s might in manufacturing and inno-
vation while creating good-paying jobs
and lowering costs for our Nation.

Our bill helps bring manufacturing
back to our shores, including $52 bil-
lion for chips, which are crucial for
making cars, cell phones, and more.

Our bill will help reinvigorate Amer-
ica’s industry, securing $45 billion to
strengthen our supply chain, reduce de-
pendence on foreign nations, and lower
costs.

Our bill invests in research and edu-
cation so that we diversify our STEM
workforce with apprenticeships and the
rest.

And our bill will promote U.S. global
leadership.

In the spirit of patriotism and unity,
the House will champion these prior-
ities when we go to conference to craft
a bold, bipartisan, bicameral package
to send to the President’s desk.

I hope that we will have the oppor-
tunity to go to conference soon. We are
waiting for the signal from the Senate.

———

LEAVE STRATEGIC PETROLEUM
RESERVE FOR WARTIME

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, our
strategic oil reserves are meant to be
for emergency use, an emergency re-
source in time of war or other disaster.

At such an uncertain time that we
have, with Eastern Europe embroiled
in a big conflict, it would be wise for us
to keep the reserve full.

Indeed, President Trump filled the
reserve up at the time when prices
were low on fuel. Now, President Biden
thinks that by releasing this oil, it is
going to somehow affect the price of oil



H4202

around the world and our own econ-
omy. It is not.

So far, 80 million barrels have al-
ready been released, but it hasn’t driv-
en down prices. Instead, the reserves
we have in the ground that oil people
can produce for us are the things that
are going to change oil prices, not tap-
ping into our reserves.

There is only going to be a few days’
worth to run the country on, or bleed-
ing it out over 180 days, 1 million bar-
rels at a time.

Tap into our energy we have so abun-
dantly in this country. That will affect
the market for us, for our allies in Eu-
rope, and actually truly make a big dif-
ference, instead of playing this little
game with our oil reserves that doesn’t
do anything other than look like we
are doing something.

Let’s get back to work on putting
Americans to work and our energy de-
pendability on us and not on others. I
ask the President to change directions
on this policy.

———————

PUTIN IS DESTABILIZING THE
WORLD ECONOMY AND ORDER

(Ms. HOULAHAN asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Ms. HOULAHAN. Mr. Speaker, last
week, I held an in-person townhall to
hear how inflation impacts our commu-
nity. Too many Pennsylvanians are
making tough choices to put food on
the table, gas in their tanks, and other
budgetary choices.

Today, I rise to discuss why con-
fronting Putin abroad helps address in-
flation issues here at home.

It is no secret that we live in a global
market. We became acutely aware of
that fact during the pandemic. Ukraine
and Russia provide us, and the world,
grain, oil, gas, and even things like fer-
tilizer.

When we are at war in these areas or
people are at war in these areas, this
impacts our economy colossally. We
are again seeing how connected we are,
this time not from a global disease but,
rather, from a diseased man.

Vladimir Putin is infected, and he is
inflicting untold horrors on the people
of Ukraine and simultaneously desta-
bilizing our world economy and order.

To fully address these rising costs
and inflation in part caused by this
Russian war, our top priority has to be
bringing a just, durable, and lasting
peace to this conflict in Ukraine.

The longer the war rages on, the
longer it will take for our economy to
recover. That is why we must impose
strong sanctions against Russia, co-
ordinated with our allies; we must ex-
pedite weaponry to Ukraine; and we
must return to prepandemic domestic
o0il production levels to meet our do-
mestic needs and to help bring down
global market costs.

For the people of the Sixth Congres-
sional District of Pennsylvania, I
promise to keep doing everything in
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my power to make sure we can allevi-
ate pressures that are felt at home
from abroad.

——
RECOGNIZING CHRIS DELESANDRI

(Mr. WEBER of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute.)

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize and congratu-
late Mr. Chris Delesandri on his retire-
ment after a dedicated 41 years of serv-
ice with United Way of Galveston
County Mainland, where he served as
the executive director for the past 10
years.

Not only did Chris serve Galveston
County during his time with United
Way, but Chris has also served as the
president of the Rotary Club of Texas
City. He was elected to the Roll of
Fame for Rotary District 5910 and
earned the Rotary Youth Leadership
Awards volunteer.

Chris always prioritized giving back
to his community, and as such, he has
earned several awards through the
Chamber of Commerce, such as Citizen
of the Year in 2008 and the Leslie
Hayley Community Service Award in
2014.

I commend Chris for his numerous
accomplishments and his dedicated
service to our district and congratulate
him on his retirement. I am so glad to
represent him and call him a friend. He
deserves a great retirement.

Have a good one, buddy.

———
0 1215

DEMOCRATS CONTINUE TO DRIVE
STABILITY AND GROWTH IN
SMALL BUSINESSES

(Ms. PLASKETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. PLASKETT. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank my colleagues for all the good
work that they have done to support
American small businesses during the
pandemic.

Democrats working with President
Biden have helped businesses to keep
their lights on and employees on pay-
roll.

Biden’s plan has enabled a remark-
able rebound in small business activity
with small business demand for labor
and inventory near record high.

The share of small businesses that
have created new jobs in the first quar-
ter of this year is higher than at any
point in the Trump administration.

Democrats are continuing to drive
stability and growth in small busi-
nesses. H.R. 3807 is in furtherance of
that. The bill provides $13 billion to es-
tablish a Hard Hit Industry’s Award
Program to provide awards to small
businesses across all industries and
sectors that were hardest hit by the
pandemic, regardless of industry or
business.

My colleagues and I are proposing so-
lutions focused on assisting small busi-
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nesses, the true engine of our Nation’s
economy, to rebuild and help our econ-
omy be better than before.

———

CRISIS AT THE SOUTHERN
BORDER

(Mrs. KIM of California asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend her remarks.)

Mrs. KIM of California. Mr. Speaker,
I have visited our southern border
three times since I have been in office,
and the crisis is only getting worse.

Not only have we seen the most ille-
gal crossings on record over the past
year, but also fentanyl overdoses are
the leading cause of death for Ameri-
cans ages 18 to 45, and the top source of
fentanyl is the U.S.-Mexico border.

The Biden administration’s decision
to end title 42 without a plan will only
worsen this crisis.

It is past time to stop playing poli-
tics with border security. Federal law
requires the Department of Homeland
Security to create and implement a
strategy to secure our northern border,
but we currently don’t have one that
addresses the southern border crisis.

I introduced the Comprehensive
Southern Border Strategy Act to
change that and direct the Department
of Homeland Security to create a strat-
egy to secure our U.S.-Mexico border.

Our economic prosperity, national se-
curity, and public safety requires se-
cure borders.

————

DEMOCRATS ARE BUILDING A
BETTER AMERICA

(Mr. LIEU asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. LIEU. Mr. Speaker, President
Joe Biden has done an awesome job
creating jobs. He is a jobs President.

Last year, 6.6 million jobs were cre-
ated. In the last 14 months working
with congressional Democrats 7.4 mil-
lion jobs were created, the most in
United States history.

Democrats are building a better
America for the future and for the peo-
ple.

What are Republicans doing? I don’t
know.

Last week, Republican Congressman
MADISON CAWTHORN bragged about
being invited to cocaine-fueled sex or-
gies by senior Republicans. Don’t be-
lieve me? Search for ‘‘MADISON
CAWTHORN Republican Caucus’ on the
internet.

———

TITLE 42 MUST BE REINSTATED

(Mr. SMITH of Missouri asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend his remarks.)

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,
the administration is removing
healthcare workers, Federal employ-
ees, and members of the Armed Forces



April 6, 2022

from their jobs if they refuse to get
vaccinated. Meanwhile, over 160,000
unvaccinated and untested illegal
aliens crossed our border last Feb-
ruary, the most on record in two dec-
ades.

Now, Joe Biden and his Washington
Democrat allies want to make a bad
problem worse. Last week, President
Biden eliminated President Trump’s
title 42, which allows DHS to deport il-
legal aliens if they pose a public health
danger to our citizens. In other words,
according to Washington Democrats,
they believe American healthcare
workers, Federal employees, and serv-
icemembers deserve harsher treatment
than those crossing our border ille-
gally.

This is unacceptable. Title 42 must be
reinstated immediately and kept in
place until this administration comes
up with a plan to deal with the border
crisis created by the administration’s
policies.

——————

CELEBRATING MATHEMATICS AND
STATISTICS AWARENESS MONTH

(Mr. MCcCNERNEY asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. MCNERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to celebrate the mathematical
and statistical sciences.

Fundamental research in mathe-
matics and statistics touches all of our
Nation’s scientific and technological
priorities and provides tools to address
societal changes.

As recent examples, mathematical
scientists model the spread of
pandemics and help assess the effec-
tiveness of vaccine programs.

They produce research needed for ar-
tificial intelligence and help us under-
stand and predict dangerous weather
patterns.

And their theoretical work fortifies
imaging technologies used to detect
diseases, including cancer.

We are at a critical time for building
and ensuring a stable and more diverse
STEM workforce in the future.

Mathematics and statistics support
all of the STEM disciplines and are
critical to our educational system.

Every day, mathematicians and stat-
isticians enable advances across all
science and technology, making our
Nation more secure and globally com-
petitive, and training the next genera-
tion of researchers and educators.

Please join me and my fellow mathe-
maticians on the Joint Policy Board
for Mathematics in celebrating April
as Mathematics and Statistics Aware-
ness Month.

———

ECONOMIC PROSPERITY

(Mrs. CHERFILUS-McCORMICK
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mrs. CHERFILUS-MCcCORMICK. Mr.
Speaker, I rise to shed light on an im-
minent threat to our country’s recent
economic prosperity.
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The Biden administration has cre-
ated jobs and increased our Nation’s
GDP at unprecedented rates.

From day one, the President’s eco-
nomic agenda has been about gener-
ating more growth and more innova-
tion by giving America’s middle class
more opportunities and more financial
security.

However, oil companies are using the
war between Russia and Ukraine as a
pretext to engage in unlawful price
gouging to rob American people of
their hard-earned dollars.

I applaud my colleagues for taking
the necessary steps to address this con-
cern by facilitating oversight hearings
to maintain the integrity of the oil in-
dustry and hold these companies ac-

countable for their unconscionable
practices.
Hopefully, these testimonies and

hearings will lead to changes, and we
can truly enjoy all the success of our
current administration and keep dol-
lars in the pockets of the American
people.

————
STANDING WITH BURMA

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
in support of H.R. 5497, the BURMA
Act, which would provide badly needed
resources to civil society actors in
Burma and impose sanctions on the
Burmese military for upending years of
progress, democracy, and human rights
for a self-serving and brutal agenda of
repression and violence.

Having visited Burma, I have seen
the strength of its people as they have
struggled to create and sustain democ-
racy.

Now, under the authoritarian
Tatmadaw, the divisions, prejudices,
and violence have been exacerbated
and progress has been reversed.

The Rohingya and other vulnerable
populations continue to be displaced
and assaulted. Journalists are pur-
posely targeted for harassment and vi-
olence.

The political opposition has faced un-
speakable violence and imprisonment.

We must commit to holding those re-
sponsible for the collapse of democracy
and human rights to account, and we
must support those that are working in
dangerous circumstances to reestablish
the rule of law.

As we continue to work against glob-
al authoritarianism and for democracy
and human rights around the world, let
us stand shoulder to shoulder with the
people of Burma and their struggle for
freedom.

RECOGNIZING CAMDEN CENTRAL
SCHOOL DISTRICT TRACK AND
FIELD TEAM

(Ms. TENNEY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)
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Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to recognize seven amazing stu-
dents from the Camden Central School
District Track and Field team, who re-
cently traveled to Mayfield, Kentucky,
during their February break to help
residents after a devastating tornado
ripped through the State 2 months ago.

Led by Coach Phil Lucason, seven
members of the team volunteered their
time: Lizzy Lucason, Will Carver, Ryan
Beaulac, Joe Doran, Nate Hurd, Ivy
Murphy, and Dillon Melchoire. Inciden-
tally, Dillon made a special stop at the
University of the Cumberlands in Ken-
tucky on the way back to sign a letter
of intent to run track for them next
year. But these students worked in a
large distribution center helping hun-
dreds of residents per day, who were
seeking food and other household sup-
plies.

The students also spent time working
alongside contractors who were re-
building the many buildings devastated
by the storm.

Their tireless efforts on behalf of
those whom they had never met is a
beautiful example of selfless service.

The 22nd District is so incredibly
honored to have these excellent stu-
dents representing us and showing just
how willing our community is to help
people in their greatest time of need. I
thank them for their tremendous serv-
ice to our community.

————

REFUSE TO ACCEPT THE STATUS
QUO

(Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. VICENTE GONZALEZ of Texas.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to celebrate
House Democrats’ efforts to pass the
Affordable Insulin Now Act, which
would cap the cost of insulin at $35 a
month.

This bill will be a game changer for
the Rio Grande Valley in south Texas
and the country as a whole. We have
the highest rates of diabetes in the
country, and over 25 percent of the pop-
ulation is uninsured.

The stark reality is that the sky-
rocketing cost of insulin is crushing
south Texans and people across our
country.

One in four Americans who rely on
insulin have been forced to ration or
skip a dose or choose between buying
groceries and filling prescription drugs.

Pharmaceutical companies manufac-
ture insulin for less than $10 yet sell it
to the American people for more than
10 times that.

I refuse to accept the status quo.

This long-overdue legislation is an
important step to lower healthcare
costs for families and hold Big Pharma
accountable.

I urge my Senate colleagues to pass
the Affordable Insulin Now Act and
send it to the President’s desk to sign
today.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MORELLE). Pursuant to clause 8 of rule
XX, the Chair will postpone further
proceedings today on motions to sus-
pend the rules on which the yeas and
nays are ordered.

The House will resume proceedings
on postponed questions at a later time.

————
BURMA UNIFIED THROUGH RIG-
OROUS MILITARY ACCOUNT-

ABILITY ACT OF 2022

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 5497) to authorize humanitarian
assistance and civil society support,
promote democracy and human rights,
and impose targeted sanctions with re-
spect to human rights abuses in
Burma, and for other purposes, as
amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 5497

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Burma Unified through Rigorous Mili-
tary Accountability Act of 2022 or the
“BURMA Act of 2022”".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.

Sec. 2. Definitions.
TITLE I—MATTERS RELATING TO THE

CONFLICT IN BURMA

Sec. 101. Findings.

Sec. 102. Statement of policy.

TITLE II—SANCTIONS, IMPORT RESTRIC-
TIONS, AND POLICY COORDINATION
WITH RESPECT TO BURMA

Sec. 201. Definitions.

Sec. 202. Imposition of sanctions with re-
spect to human rights abuses
and perpetration of a coup in
Burma.

Sec. 203. Certification requirement for re-
moval of certain persons from
the list of specially designated
nationals and blocked persons.

Sec. 204. Sanctions and policy coordination
for Burma.

Sec. 205. Support for greater United Nations
action with respect to Burma.

Sec. 206. Sunset.

TITLE III—HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE

AND CIVIL SOCIETY SUPPORT WITH
RESPECT TO BURMA

Sec. 301. Support to civil society and inde-
pendent media.

Sec. 302. Humanitarian assistance and rec-
onciliation.

Sec. 303. Authorization of assistance
Burma political prisoners.

TITLE IV—ACCOUNTABILITY FOR HUMAN
RIGHTS ABUSES

Sec. 401. Report on accountability for war
crimes, crimes against human-
ity, and genocide in Burma.

Sec. 402. Authorization to provide technical
assistance for efforts against
human rights abuses.

TITLE V—STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO
ACT

Sec. 501. Determination of budgetary ef-
fects.

for
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SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) BURMESE MILITARY.—The term
mese military’—

(A) means the Armed Forces of Burma, in-
cluding the army, navy, and air force; and

(B) includes security services under the
control of the Armed Forces of Burma such
as the police and border guards.

(2) CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY.—The term
‘‘crimes against humanity’’ includes the fol-
lowing, when committed as part of a wide-
spread or systematic attack directed against
any civilian population, with knowledge of
the attack:

(A) Murder.

(B) Forced transfer of population.

(C) Torture.

(D) Extermination.

(E) Enslavement.

(F) Rape, sexual slavery, or any other form
of sexual violence of comparable severity.

(G) Enforced disappearance of persons.

(H) Persecution against any identifiable
group or collectivity on political, racial, na-
tional, ethnic, cultural, religious, gender, or
other grounds that are universally recog-
nized as impermissible under international
law.

(I) Imprisonment or other severe depriva-
tion of physical liberty in violation of funda-
mental rules of international law.

(3) EXECUTIVE ORDER 14014.—The term ‘“Ex-
ecutive Order 14014 means Executive Order
14014 (86 Fed. Reg. 9429; relating to blocking
property with respect to the situation in
Burma).

(4) GENOCIDE.—The term ‘‘genocide’ means
any offense described in section 1091(a) of
title 18, United States Code.

(6) TRANSITIONAL JUSTICE.—The term
‘“‘¢ransitional justice’ means the range of ju-
dicial, nonjudicial, formal, informal, retribu-
tive, and restorative measures employed by
countries transitioning out of armed conflict
or repressive regimes, or employed by the
international community through inter-
national justice mechanisms, to redress past
or ongoing atrocities and to promote long-
term, sustainable peace.

(6) WAR CRIME.—The term ‘“‘war crime’’ has
the meaning given the term in section 2441(c)
of title 18, United States Code.

TITLE I—MATTERS RELATING TO THE

CONFLICT IN BURMA
SEC. 101. FINDINGS.

Congress makes the following findings:

(1) Since 1988, the United States policy of
principled engagement has fostered positive
democratic reforms in Burma, with elections
in 2010, 2015, and 2020, helping to bring about
the partial transition to civilian rule and
with the latter 2 elections resulting in re-
sounding electoral victories for the National
League for Democracy.

(2) That democratic transition remained
incomplete, with the military retaining sig-
nificant power and independence from civil-
ian control following the 2015 elections, in-
cluding through control of 25 percent of par-
liamentary seats, a de facto veto over con-
stitutional reform, authority over multiple
government ministries, and the ability to op-
erate with impunity and no civilian over-
sight.

(3) Despite some improvements with re-
spect for human rights and fundamental
freedoms beginning in 2010, and the estab-
lishment of a quasi-civilian government fol-
lowing credible elections in 2015, Burma’s
military leaders have, since 2016, overseen an
increase in restrictions to freedom of expres-
sion (including for members of the press),
freedom of peaceful assembly, freedom of as-
sociation, and freedom of religion or belief.

(4) On August 25, 2017, Burmese military
and security forces launched a genocidal

“Bur-
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military campaign against Rohingya, result-
ing in a mass exodus of some 750,000
Rohingya from Burma’s Rakhine State into
Bangladesh, where they remain. The mili-
tary has since taken no steps to improve
conditions for Rohingya still in Rakhine
State, who remain at high risk of genocide
and other atrocities, or to create conditions
conducive to the voluntary return of
Rohingya refugees and other internally dis-
placed persons (IDPs).

(5) The Burmese military has also engaged
in renewed violence with other ethnic minor-
ity groups across the country. The military
has continued to commit atrocities in Chin,
Kachin, Kayah, and Shan. Fighting in north-
ern Burma has forced more than 100,000 peo-
ple from their homes and into camps for in-
ternally displaced persons. The Burmese
military continues to heavily proscribe hu-
manitarian and media access to conflict-af-
fected populations across the country.

(6) With more nearly $470,000,000 in human-
itarian assistance in response to the crisis in
fiscal year 2021, the United States is the
largest humanitarian donor to populations
in need as a result of conflicts in Burma. In
May 2021, the United States announced near-
ly $155,000,000 in additional humanitarian as-
sistance to meet the urgent needs of
Rohingya refugees and host communities in
Bangladesh and people affected by ongoing
violence in Burma’s Rakhine, Kachin, Shan,
and Chin states. In September 2021, the
United States provided nearly $180,000,000 in
additional critical humanitarian assistance
to the people of Burma, bringing the total
fiscal year 2021 to more than $434,000,000.

(7) Both government- and military-initi-
ated investigations into human rights abuses
in Burma involving violence between ethnic
minorities and Burmese security forces have
failed to yield credible results or hold per-
petrators accountable.

(8) In its report dated September 17, 2018,
the United Nations Independent Inter-
national Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar
concluded, on reasonable grounds, that the
factors allowing inference of ‘‘genocidal in-
tent” are present with respect to the attacks
against Rohingya in Rakhine State, and acts
by Burmese security forces against Rohingya
in Rakhine State and other ethnic minori-
ties in Kachin and Shan States amount to
‘“‘crimes against humanity’” and ‘‘war
crimes”. The Independent International
Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar estab-
lished by the United Nations Human Rights
Council recommended that the United Na-
tions Security Council ‘‘should ensure ac-
countability for crimes under international
law committed in Myanmar, preferably by
referring the situation to the International
Criminal Court or alternatively by creating
an ad hoc international criminal tribunal”’.
The Mission also recommended the imposi-
tion of targeted economic sanctions, includ-
ing an arms embargo on Burma.

(9) On December 13, 2018, the United States
House of Representatives passed House Reso-
lution 1091 (115th Congress), which expressed
the sense of the House that ‘‘the atrocities
committed against the Rohingya by the Bur-
mese military and security forces since Au-
gust 2017 constitute crimes against human-
ity and genocide’ and called upon the Sec-
retary of State to review the available evi-
dence and make a similar determination.

(10) In a subsequent report dated August 5,
2019, the United Nations Independent Inter-
national Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar
found that the Burmese military’s economic
interests ‘‘enable its conduct” and that it
benefits from and supports extractive indus-
try businesses operating in conflict-affected
areas in northern Burma, including natural
resources, particularly oil and gas, minerals
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and gems and argued that ‘‘through control-
ling its own business empire, the Tatmadaw
can evade the accountability and oversight
that normally arise from civilian oversight
of military budgets’. The report called for
the United Nations and individual govern-
ments to place targeted sanctions on all sen-
ior officials in the Burmese military as well
as their economic interests, especially
Myanma Economic Holdings Limited and
Myanmar Economic Corporation.

(11) On February 1, 2021, the Burmese mili-
tary conducted a coup d’état, declaring a
year-long state of emergency and detaining
State Counsellor Aung San Suu Kyi, Presi-
dent Win Myint, and dozens of other govern-
ment officials and elected members of par-
liament, thus derailing Burma’s transition
to democracy and disregarding the will of
the people of Burma as expressed in the No-
vember 2020 general elections, which were
determined to be credible by international
and national observers.

(12) Following the coup, some ousted mem-
bers of parliament established the Com-
mittee Representing the Pyidaungsu
Hluttaw, which subsequently released the
Federal Democracy Charter in March 2021
and established the National Unity Govern-
ment in April 2021. In June 2021, the National
Unity Government included ethnic minori-
ties and women among its cabinet and re-
leased a policy paper outlining pledges to
Rohingya and calling for ‘‘justice and rep-
arations’ for the community.

(13) Since the coup on February 1, 2021, the
Burmese military has—

(A) used lethal force on peaceful protestors
on multiple occasions, killing more than
1,600 people, including more than 100 chil-
dren;

(B) detained more than 10,000 peaceful
protestors, participants in the Civil Disobe-
dience Movement, labor leaders, government
officials and elected members of parliament,
members of the media, and others, according
to the Assistance Association for Political
Prisoners;

(C) issued laws and directives used to fur-
ther impede fundamental freedoms, includ-
ing freedom of expression (including for
members of the press), freedom of peaceful
assembly, and freedom of association; and

(D) imposed restrictions on the internet
and telecommunications.

(14) According to the UNHCR, more than
440,000 people have been internally displaced
since the coup, while an estimated 39,000
have sought refuge in neighboring countries.
Nevertheless, the Burmese military con-
tinues to block humanitarian assistance to
populations in need. According to the World
Health Organization, the military has car-
ried out more than 286 attacks on health
care entities since the coup and killed at
least 30 health workers. Dozens more have
been arbitrarily detained, and hundreds have
warrants out for their arrest. The military
continued such attacks even as they inhib-
ited efforts to combat a devastating third
wave of COVID-19. The brutality of the Bur-
mese military was on full display on March
27, 2021, Armed Forces Day, when, after
threatening on state television to shoot pro-
testers in the head, security forces killed
more than 150 people.

(15) The coup represents a continuation of
a long pattern of violent and anti-demo-
cratic behavior by the military that
stretches back decades, with the military
having previously taken over Burma in
coups d’état in 1962 and 1988, and having ig-
nored the results of the 1990 elections, and a
long history of violently repressing protest
movements, including Kkilling and impris-
oning thousands of peaceful protestors dur-
ing pro-democracy demonstrations in 1988
and 2007.
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(16) On February 11, 2021, President Biden
issued Executive Order 14014 in response to
the coup d’état, authorizing sanctions
against the Burmese military, its economic
interests, and other perpetrators of the coup.

(17) Since the issuance of Executive Order
14014, President Biden has taken several
steps to impose costs on the Burmese mili-
tary and its leadership, including by desig-
nating or otherwise imposing targeted sanc-
tions with respect to—

(A) multiple high-ranking individuals and
their family members, including the Com-
mander-in-Chief of the Burmese military,
Min Aung Hlaing, Burma’s Chief of Police,
Than Hlaing, and the Bureau of Special Op-
erations commander, Lieutenant General
Aung Soe, and over 35 other individuals;

(B) state-owned and military controlled
companies, including Myanma Economic
Holdings Public Company, Ltd., Myanmar
Economic Corporation, Ltd., Myanmar Eco-
nomic Holdings Ltd., Myanmar Ruby Enter-
prise, Myanmar Imperial Jade Co., Ltd., and
Myanma Gems Enterprise; and

(C) other corporate entities, Burmese mili-
tary units, and Burmese military entities,
including the military regime’s State Ad-
ministrative Council.

(18) The United States has also imple-
mented new restrictions on exports and reex-
ports to Burma pursuant to Executive Order
14014; and

(19) On April 24, 2021, the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) agreed to
a five-point consensus which called for an
“‘immediate cessation of violence’, ‘‘con-
structive dialogue among all parties’, the
appointment of an ASEAN special envoy, the
provision of humanitarian assistance
through ASEAN’s AHA Centre, and a visit by
the ASEAN special envoy to Burma. Except
for the appointment of the Special Envoy in
August 2021, the other elements of the
ASEAN consensus remain unimplemented
due to obstruction by the Burmese military.

(20) On March 21, 2022, Secretary of State
Antony Blinken announced that the United
States had concluded that ‘“‘members of the
Burmese military committed genocide and
crimes against humanity against Rohingya’.
SEC. 102. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States—

(1) to support genuine democracy, peace,
and national reconciliation in Burma;

(2) to pursue a strategy of calibrated en-
gagement, which is essential to support the
establishment of a peaceful, prosperous, and
democratic Burma that includes respect for
the human rights of all individuals regard-
less of ethnicity and religion;

(3) to seek the restoration to power of a ci-
vilian government that reflects the will of
the people of Burma;

(4) to support constitutional reforms that
ensure civilian governance and oversight
over the military;

(5) to assist in the establishment of a fully
democratic, civilian-led, inclusive, and rep-
resentative political system that includes
free, fair, credible, and democratic elections
in which all people of Burma, including all
ethnic and religious minorities, can partici-
pate in the political process at all levels in-
cluding the right to vote and to run for
elected office;

(6) to support legal reforms that ensure
protection for the civil and political rights
of all individuals in Burma, including re-
forms to laws that criminalize the exercise
of human rights and fundamental freedoms,
and strengthening respect for and protection
of human rights, including freedom of reli-
gion or belief;

(7) to seek the unconditional release of all
prisoners of conscience and political pris-
oners in Burma;
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(8) to strengthen Burma’s civilian govern-
mental institutions, including support for
greater transparency and accountability
once the military is no longer in power;

(9) to empower and resource local commu-
nities, civil society organizations, and inde-
pendent media;

(10) to promote national reconciliation and
the conclusion and credible implementation
of a nationwide cease-fire agreement, fol-
lowed by a peace process that is inclusive of
ethnic Rohingya, Shan, Rakhine, Kachin,
Chin, Karenni, and Karen, and other ethnic
groups and leads to the development of a po-
litical system that effectively addresses nat-
ural resource governance, revenue-sharing,
land rights, and constitutional change ena-
bling inclusive peace;

(11) to ensure the protection and non-
refoulement of refugees fleeing Burma to
neighboring countries and prioritize efforts
to create a conducive environment and
meaningfully address long-standing struc-
tural challenges that undermine the safety
and rights of Rohingya in Rakhine State as
well as members of other ethnic and reli-
gious minorities in Burma, including by pro-
moting the creation of conditions for the
dignified, safe, sustainable, and voluntary re-
turn of refugees in Bangladesh, Thailand,
and in the surrounding region when condi-
tions allow;

(12) to support an immediate end to re-
strictions that hinder the freedom of move-
ment of members of ethnic minorities
throughout the country, including Rohingya,
and an end to any and all policies and prac-
tices designed to forcibly segregate
Rohingya, and providing humanitarian sup-
port for all internally displaced persons in
Burma;

(13) to support unfettered access for hu-
manitarian actors, media, and human rights
mechanisms, including those established by
the United Nations Human Rights Council
and the United Nations General Assembly, to
all relevant areas of Burma, including
Rakhine, Chin, Kachin, Shan, and Kayin
States, as well as Sagaing and Magway re-
gions;

(14) to call for accountability through inde-
pendent, credible investigations and prosecu-
tions for any potential genocide, war crimes,
and crimes against humanity, including
those involving sexual and gender-based vio-
lence and violence against children, per-
petrated against ethnic or religious minori-
ties, including Rohingya, by members of the
military and security forces of Burma, and
other armed groups;

(15) to encourage reforms toward the mili-
tary, security, and police forces operating
under civilian control and being held ac-
countable in civilian courts for human rights
abuses, corruption, and other abuses of
power;

(16) to promote broad-based, inclusive eco-
nomic development and fostering healthy
and resilient communities;

(17) to combat corruption and illegal eco-
nomic activity, including that which in-
volves the military and its close allies; and

(18) to promote responsible international
and regional engagement;

(19) to support and advance the strategy of
calibrated engagement, impose targeted
sanctions with respect to the Burmese mili-
tary’s economic interests and major sources
of income for the Burmese military, includ-
ing with respect to—

(A) officials in Burma, including the Com-
mander in Chief of the Armed Forces of
Burma, Min Aung Hlaing, and all individuals
described in paragraphs (1), (2), and (3) of sec-
tion 202(a), under the authorities provided by
title II, Executive Order 14014, and the Glob-
al Magnitsky Human Rights Accountability
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Act (subtitle F of title XII of Public Law 114
328; 22 U.S.C. 2656 note);

(B) enterprises owned or controlled by the
Burmese military, including the Myanmar
Economic Corporation, Union of Myanmar
Economic Holding, Ltd., and all other enti-
ties described in section 202(a)(4), under the
authorities provided by title II, the Burmese
Freedom and Democracy Act of 2003 (Public
Law 108-61; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note), the Tom
Lantos Block Burmese JADE (Junta’s Anti-
Democratic Efforts) Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-286; 50 U.S.C. 1701 note), other relevant
statutory authorities, and Executive Order
14014; and

(C) state-owned economic enterprises if—

(i) there is a substantial risk of the Bur-
mese military accessing the accounts of such
an enterprise; and

(ii) the imposition of sanctions would not
cause disproportionate harm to the people of
Burma, the restoration of a civilian govern-
ment in Burma, or the national interest of
the United States; and

(20) to ensure that any sanctions imposed
with respect to entities or individuals are
carefully targeted to maximize impact on
the military and security forces of Burma
and its economic interests while minimizing
impact on the people of Burma, recognizing
the calls from the people of Burma for the
United States to take action against the
sources of income for the military and secu-
rity forces of Burma.

TITLE II—SANCTIONS, IMPORT RESTRIC-
TIONS, AND POLICY COORDINATION
WITH RESPECT TO BURMA

SEC. 201. DEFINITIONS.

In this subtitle:

(1) ADMITTED; ALIEN.—The terms ‘‘admit-
ted” and ‘‘alien’ have the meanings given
those terms in section 101 of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101).

(2) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Banking, Housing,
and Urban Affairs of the Senate; and

(B) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Financial Services of the
House of Representatives.

(3) CORRESPONDENT ACCOUNT; PAYABLE-
THROUGH ACCOUNT.—The terms ‘‘cor-
respondent account’” and ‘‘payable-through
account’” have the meanings given those
terms in section 5318A of title 31, United
States Code.

(4) FOREIGN FINANCIAL INSTITUTION.—The
term ‘‘foreign financial institution’ has the
meaning of that term as determined by the
Secretary of the Treasury by regulation.

(5) FOREIGN PERSON.—The term ‘‘foreign
person’ means a person that is not a United
States person.

(6) KNOWINGLY.—The term ‘‘knowingly”’,
with respect to conduct, a circumstance, or a
result, means that a person has actual
knowledge, or should have known, of the
conduct, the circumstance, or the result.

(7) PERSON.—The term ‘‘person’ means an
individual or entity.

(8) SUPPORT.—The term ‘‘support’, with re-
spect to the Burmese military, means to
knowingly have materially assisted, spon-
sored, or provided financial, material, or
technological support for, or goods or serv-
ices to or in support of the Burmese mili-
tary.

(9) UNITED STATES PERSON.—The term
“United States person’” means—

(A) a United States citizen or an alien law-
fully admitted to the United States for per-
manent residence;

(B) an entity organized under the laws of
the United States or any jurisdiction within
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the United States, including a foreign branch
of such an entity; or

(C) any person in the United States.

SEC. 202. IMPOSITION OF SANCTIONS WITH RE-
SPECT TO HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES
AND PERPETRATION OF A COUP IN
BURMA.

(a) MANDATORY SANCTIONS.—Not later than
30 days after the enactment of this Act, the
President shall impose the sanctions de-
scribed in subsection (d) with respect to any
foreign person that the President deter-
mines—

(1) knowingly operates in the defense sec-
tor of the Burmese economy;

(2) is responsible for, complicit in, or has
directly and knowingly engaged in—

(A) actions or policies that undermine
democratic processes or institutions in
Burma;

(B) actions or policies that threaten the
peace, security, or stability of Burma;

(C) actions or policies that prohibit, limit,
or penalize the exercise of freedom of expres-
sion or assembly by people in Burma, or that
limit access to print, online, or broadcast
media in Burma; or

(D) the arbitrary detention or torture of
any person in Burma or other serious human
rights abuse in Burma;

(3) is a senior leader of—

(A) the Burmese military or security forces
of Burma, or any successor entity to any of
such forces;

(B) the State Administration Council, the
military-appointed cabinet at the level of
Deputy Minister or higher, or a military-ap-
pointed minister of a Burmese state or re-
gion; or

(C) an entity that has, or whose members
have, engaged in any activity described in
paragraph (2);

(4) knowingly operates—

(A) any entity that is a state-owned eco-
nomic enterprise under Burmese law (other
than the entity specified in subsection (c))
that benefits the Burmese military, includ-
ing the Myanma Gems Enterprise; or

(B) any entity controlled in whole or in
part by an entity described in subparagraph
(A), or a successor to such an entity, that
benefits the Burmese military;

(5) knowingly and materially violates, at-
tempts to violate, conspires to violate, or
has caused or attempted to cause a violation
of any license, order, regulation, or prohibi-
tion contained in or issued pursuant to Exec-
utive Order 14014 or this Act;

(6) to be an adult family member of any
person described in any of paragraphs (1)
through (5);

(7) knowingly facilitates a significant
transaction or transactions for or on behalf
of a person described, or a person that has
engaged in the activity described, as the case
may be, in any of paragraphs (1) through (6);

(8) to be owned or controlled by, or to have
acted for or on behalf of, directly or indi-
rectly, a person described, or a person that
has engaged in the activity described, as the
case may be, in any of paragraphs (1)
through (6); or

(9) to have knowingly and materially as-
sisted, sponsored, or provided financial, ma-
terial, or technological support for a person
described, or a person that has engaged in
the activity described, as the case may be, in
any of paragraphs (1) through (6).

(b) ADDITIONAL MEASURE RELATING TO FA-
CILITATION OF TRANSACTIONS.—The Secretary
of the Treasury shall, in consultation with
the Secretary of State, prohibit or impose
strict conditions on the opening or maintain-
ing in the United States of a correspondent
account or payable-through account by a for-
eign financial institution that the President
determines has, on or after the date of the
enactment of this Act, knowingly conducted
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or facilitated a significant transaction or
transactions on behalf of a foreign person de-
scribed in subsection (a).

(c) DISCRETIONARY SANCTIONS.—Beginning
on the date that is 60 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the President
may impose the sanctions described in sub-
section (d) with respect to the Myanma Oil
and Gas Enterprise if imposing such sanc-
tions would—

(1) reduce the ability of the Burmese mili-
tary to engage in the activities described in
subparagraphs (A) through (D) of subsection
(a)(2);

(2) bring benefits to the people of Burma
that exceed the potential negative impacts
of the sanctions on the humanitarian and
economic outlook of the people of Burma;
and

(3) be in the national interest of the United
States.

(d) SANCTIONS DESCRIBED.—The sanctions
that may be imposed with respect to a for-
eign person described in subsection (a) or (c)
are the following:

(1) PROPERTY BLOCKING.—Notwithstanding
the requirements of section 202 of the Inter-
national Emergency Economic Powers Act
(60 U.S.C. 1701), the President may exercise
of all powers granted to the President by
that Act to the extent necessary to block
and prohibit all transactions in all property
and interests in property of the foreign per-
son if such property and interests in prop-
erty are in the United States, come within
the United States, or are or come within the
possession or control of a United States per-
son.

(2) FOREIGN EXCHANGE.—The President
may, pursuant to such regulations as the
President may prescribe, prohibit any trans-
actions in foreign exchange that are subject
to the jurisdiction of the United States and
in which the foreign person has any interest.

(3) VISAS, ADMISSION, OR PAROLE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—An alien who the Sec-
retary of State or the Secretary of Homeland
Security (or a designee of one of such Secre-
taries) knows, or has reason to believe, is de-
scribed in subsection (a) is—

(i) inadmissible to the United States;

(ii) ineligible for a visa or other docu-
mentation to enter the United States; and

(iii) otherwise ineligible to be admitted or
paroled into the United States or to receive
any other benefit under the Immigration and
Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101 et seq.).

(B) CURRENT VISAS REVOKED.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—The issuing consular offi-
cer, the Secretary of State, or the Secretary
of Homeland Security (or a designee of one of
such Secretaries) shall, in accordance with
section 221(i) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act (8 U.S.C. 1201(i)), revoke any visa or
other entry documentation issued to an alien
described in clause (i) regardless of when the
visa or other entry documentation is issued.

(ii) EFFECT OF REVOCATION.—A revocation
under subclause (i)—

(I) shall take effect immediately; and

(IT) shall automatically cancel any other
valid visa or entry documentation that is in
the alien’s possession.

(e) EXCEPTIONS.—

(1) EXCEPTION FOR INTELLIGENCE, LAW EN-
FORCEMENT, AND NATIONAL SECURITY ACTIVI-
TIES.—Sanctions under this section shall not
apply to any authorized intelligence, law en-
forcement, or national security activities of
the United States.

(2) EXCEPTION TO COMPLY WITH INTER-
NATIONAL OBLIGATIONS.—Sanctions under
subsection (d)(3) shall not apply with respect
to the admission of an alien if admitting or
paroling the alien into the United States is
necessary to permit the United States to
comply with the Agreement regarding the
Headquarters of the United Nations, signed
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at Lake Success June 26, 1947, and entered
into force November 21, 1947, between the
United Nations and the United States, or
other applicable international obligations.

(3) EXCEPTION RELATING TO IMPORTATION OF
GOODS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The authorities and re-
quirements to impose sanctions under this
section shall not include the authority or re-
quirement to impose sanctions on the impor-
tation of goods.

(B) GOOD DEFINED.—In this paragraph, the
term ‘‘good’” means any article, natural or
man-made substance, material, supply, or
manufactured product, including inspection
and test equipment, and excluding technical
data.

(4) EXCEPTION RELATING TO THE PROVISION
OF HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE.—Sanctions
under this section may not be imposed with
respect to transactions or the facilitation of
transactions for—

(A) the sale of agricultural commodities,
food, medicine, or medical devices to Burma;

(B) the provision of humanitarian assist-
ance to the people of Burma;

(C) financial transactions relating to hu-
manitarian assistance or for humanitarian
purposes in Burma; or

(D) transporting goods or services that are
necessary to carry out operations relating to
humanitarian assistance or humanitarian
purposes in Burma.

(f) WAIVER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The President may, on a
case-by-case basis and for periods not to ex-
ceed 180 days each, waive the application of
sanctions or restrictions imposed with re-
spect to a foreign person under this section
if the President certifies to the appropriate
congressional committees not later than 15
days before such waiver is to take effect that
the waiver is vital to the national security
interests of the United States.

(g) IMPLEMENTATION; PENALTIES.—

(1) IMPLEMENTATION.—The President may
exercise all authorities provided to the
President under sections 203 and 205 of the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act (50 U.S.C. 1702 and 1704) to carry out this
subtitle.

(2) PENALTIES.—The penalties provided for
in subsections (b) and (c) of section 206 of the
International Emergency Economic Powers
Act (b0 U.S.C. 1705) shall apply to a person
that violates, attempts to violate, conspires
to violate, or causes a violation of regula-
tions promulgated under section 403(b) to
carry out paragraph (1)(A) to the same ex-
tent that such penalties apply to a person
that commits an unlawful act described in
section 206(a) of that Act.

(h) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act and an-
nually thereafter for 8 years, the Secretary
of the Treasury, in consultation with the
Secretary of State and the heads of other
United States Government agencies, as ap-
propriate, shall submit to the appropriate
congressional committees a report that—

(1) sets forth the plan of the Department of
the Treasury for ensuring that property
blocked pursuant to subsection (a) or Execu-
tive Order 14014 remains blocked;

(2) describes the primary sources of income
to which the Burmese military has access
and that the United States has been unable
to reach using sanctions authorities;

(3) makes recommendations for how the
sources of income described in paragraph (2)
can be reduced or blocked;

(4) evaluates the implications of imposing
sanctions on the Burmese-government owned
Myanmar Oil and Gas Enterprise, including a
determination with respect to the extent to
which sanctions on Myanmar Oil and Gas
Enterprise would advance the interests of
the United States in Burma; and
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(b) assesses the impact of the sanctions im-
posed pursuant to the authorities under this
Act on the Burmese people and the Burmese
military.

SEC. 203. CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT FOR
REMOVAL OF CERTAIN PERSONS
FROM THE LIST OF SPECIALLY DES-
IGNATED NATIONALS AND BLOCKED
PERSONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—On or after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the President
may not remove a person described in sub-
section (b) from the list of specially des-
ignated nationals and blocked persons main-
tained by the Office of Foreign Assets Con-
trol of the Department of the Treasury (com-
monly referred to as the “SDN list’’) until
the President submits to the appropriate
congressional committees a certification de-
scribed in subsection (¢) with respect to the
person.

(b) PERSONS DESCRIBED.—A Dperson de-
scribed in this subsection is a foreign person
included in the SDN list for violations of
part 525 of title 31, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, or any other regulations imposing
sanctions on or related to Burma.

(¢c) CERTIFICATION DESCRIBED.—A certifi-
cation described in this subsection, with re-
spect to a person described in subsection (b),
is a certification that the person has not
knowingly assisted in, sponsored, or provided
financial, material, or technological support
for, or financial or other services to or in
support of—

(1) terrorism or a terrorist organization;

(2) a significant foreign narcotics traf-
ficker (as defined in section 808 of the For-
eign Narcotics Kingpin Designation Act (21
U.S.C. 1907));

(3) a significant transnational criminal or-
ganization under Executive Order 13581 (50
U.S.C. note; relating to blocking property of
transnational criminal organizations); or

(4) any other person on the SDN list.

(d) ForM.—A certification described in sub-
section (c) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may include a classified annex.

SEC. 204. SANCTIONS AND POLICY COORDINA-
TION FOR BURMA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State
may designate an official of the Department
of State to serve as the United States Spe-
cial Coordinator for Burmese Democracy (in
this section referred to as the ‘“‘Special Coor-
dinator’’).

(b) CENTRAL OBJECTIVE.—The Special Coor-
dinator should develop a comprehensive
strategy for the implementation of the full
range of United States diplomatic capabili-
ties, including the provisions of this Act, to
promote human rights and the restoration of
civilian government in Burma.

(c) DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
Special Coordinator should, as appropriate,
assist in—

(1) coordinating the sanctions policies of
the United States under section 202 with rel-
evant bureaus and offices within the Depart-
ment of State, other relevant United States
Government agencies, and international fi-
nancial institutions;

(2) conducting relevant research and vet-
ting of entities and individuals that may be
subject to sanctions under section 202 and
coordinate with other United States Govern-
ment agencies and international financial
intelligence units to assist in efforts to en-
force anti-money laundering and anti-cor-
ruption laws and regulations;

(3) promoting a comprehensive inter-
national effort to impose and enforce multi-
lateral sanctions with respect to Burma;

(4) coordinating with and supporting inter-
agency United States Government efforts,
including efforts of the United States Am-
bassador to Burma, the United States Am-
bassador to ASEAN, and the United States
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Permanent Representative to the United Na-
tions, relating to—

(A) identifying opportunities to coordinate
with and exert pressure on the governments
of the People’s Republic of China and the
Russian Federation to support multilateral
action against the Burmese military;

(B) working with like-minded partners to
impose a coordinated arms embargo on the
Burmese military and targeted sanctions on
the economic interests of the Burmese mili-
tary, including through the introduction and
adoption of a United Nations Security Coun-
cil resolution;

(C) engaging in direct dialogue with Bur-
mese civil society, democracy advocates,
ethnic minority representative groups, and
organizations or groups representing the pro-
test movement and the officials elected in
2020, such as the Committee Representing
the Pyidaungsu Hluttaw, the National Unity
Government, the National Unity Consult-
ative Council, and their designated rep-
resentatives;

(D) encouraging the National Unity Gov-
ernment to incorporate accountability
mechanisms in relation to the atrocities
against Rohingya and other ethnic groups, to
take further steps to make its leadership and
membership ethnically diverse, and to incor-
porate measures to enhance ethnic reconcili-
ation and national unity into its policy

agenda;
(E) assisting efforts by the relevant United
Nations Special Envoys and Special

Rapporteurs to secure the release of all po-
litical prisoners in Burma, promote respect
for human rights, and encourage dialogue;
and

(F') supporting nongovernmental organiza-
tions operating in Burma and neighboring
countries working to restore civilian demo-
cratic rule to Burma and to address the ur-
gent humanitarian needs of the people of
Burma; and

(5) providing timely input for reporting on
the impacts of the implementation of section
202 on the Burmese military and the people
of Burma.

(d) DEADLINE.—If the Secretary of State
has not designated the Special Coordinator
by the date that is 180 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary
shall submit to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs of the House of Representatives and
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the
Senate a report detailing the reasons for not
doing so.

SEC. 205. SUPPORT FOR GREATER UNITED NA-
TIONS ACTION WITH RESPECT TO
BURMA.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the United Nations Security Council
has not taken adequate steps to condemn the
February 1, 2021, coup in Burma, pressure the
Burmese military to cease its violence
against civilians, or secure the release of
those unjustly detained; and

(2) countries, such as the People’s Republic
of China and the Russian Federation, that
are directly or indirectly shielding the Bur-
mese military from international scrutiny
and action, should be obliged to endure the
reputational damage of doing so by taking
public votes on resolutions related to Burma
that apply greater pressure on the Burmese
military to restore Burma to its democratic
path.

(3) The United Nations Secretariat and the
United Nations Security Council should take
concrete steps to address the coup and ongo-
ing crisis in Burma consistent with the UN
General Assembly resolution 75/287, ‘‘The sit-
uation in Myanmar,” which was adopted on
June 18, 2021.
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(b) SUPPORT FOR GREATER ACTION.—The
President shall direct the United States Per-
manent Representative to the United Na-
tions to use the voice, vote, and influence of
the United States to spur greater action by
the United Nations and the United Nations
Security Council with respect to Burma by—

(1) pushing the United Nations Security
Council to consider a resolution condemning
the February 1, 2021, coup and calling on the
Burmese military to cease its violence
against the people of Burma and release
without preconditions the journalists, pro-
democracy activists, and political officials
that it has unjustly detained;

(2) pushing the United Nations Security
Council to consider a resolution that imme-
diately imposes a global arms embargo
against Burma to ensure that the Burmese
military is not able to obtain weapons and
munitions from other nations to further
harm, murder, and oppress the people of
Burma;

(3) pushing the United Nations and other
United Nations authorities to cut off assist-
ance to the Government of Burma while pro-
viding humanitarian assistance directly to
the people of Burma through UN bodies and
civil society organizations, particularly such
organizations working with ethnic minori-
ties that have been adversely affected by the
coup and the Burmese military’s violent
crackdown;

(4) objecting to the appointment of rep-
resentatives to the United Nations and
United Nations bodies such as the Human
Rights Council that are sanctioned by the
Burmese military;

(5) working to ensure the Burmese military
is not recognized as the legitimate govern-
ment of Burma in any United Nations body;
and

(6) spurring the United Nations Security
Council to consider multilateral sanctions
against the Burmese military for its atroc-
ities against Rohingya and individuals of
other ethnic and religious minorities, its
coup, and the crimes against humanity it
has and continues to commit in the coup’s
aftermath.

SEC. 206. SUNSET.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The authority to impose
sanctions and the sanctions imposed under
this title shall terminate on the date that is
8 years after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

(b) CERTIFICATION FOR EARLY SUNSET OF
SANCTIONS.—Sanctions imposed under this
subtitle may be removed before the date
specified in subsection (a), if the President
submits to the appropriate congressional
committees a certification that—

(1) the Burmese military has released all
political prisoners taken into custody on or
after February 1, 2021, or is providing legal
recourse to those that remain in custody;

(2) the elected government has been rein-
stated or new free and fair elections have
been held;

(3) all legal charges against those winning
election in November 2020 are dropped; and

(4) the 2008 constitution of Burma has been
amended or replaced to place the Burmese
military under civilian oversight and ensure
that the Burmese military no longer auto-
matically receives 25 percent of seats in Bur-
ma’s state, regional, and national Hluttaws.
TITLE III—HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE

AND CIVIL SOCIETY SUPPORT WITH RE-

SPECT TO BURMA
SEC. 301. SUPPORT TO CIVIL SOCIETY AND INDE-

PENDENT MEDIA.

(a) AUTHORIZATION TO PROVIDE SUPPORT.—
The Secretary of State and the Adminis-
trator of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development are authorized to pro-
vide support to civil society in Burma, Ban-
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gladesh, Thailand, and the surrounding re-
gion, including by—

(1) ensuring the safety of democracy activ-
ists, civil society leaders, independent
media, participants in the Civil Disobedience
Movement, and government defectors exer-
cising their fundamental rights by—

(A) supporting safe houses for those under
threat of arbitrary arrest or detention;

(B) providing access to secure channels for
communication;

(C) assisting individuals forced to flee from
Burma and take shelter in neighboring coun-
tries, including in ensuring protection assist-
ance and non-refoulement; and

(D) providing funding to organizations that
equip activists, civil society organizations,
and independent media with consistent,
long-term technical support on physical and
digital security in local languages;

(2) supporting democracy activists in their
efforts to promote freedom, democracy, and
human rights in Burma, by—

(A) providing aid and training to democ-
racy activists in Burma;

(B) providing aid to individuals and groups
conducting democracy programming outside
of Burma targeted at a peaceful transition to
constitutional democracy inside Burma;

(C) providing aid and assistance to inde-
pendent media outlets and journalists and
groups working to protect internet freedom
and maintain independent media;

(D) expanding radio and television broad-
casting into Burma; and

(E) providing financial support to civil so-
ciety organizations and nongovernmental or-
ganizations led by members of ethnic and re-
ligious minority groups within Burma and
its cross-border regions;

(3) assisting ethnic minority groups and
civil society in Burma to further prospects
for justice, reconciliation, and sustainable
peace; and

(4) promoting ethnic minority inclusion
and participation in political processes in
Burma.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$50,000,000 to carry out the provisions of this
section for each of fiscal years 2023 through
20217.

SEC. 302. HUMANITARIAN ASSISTANCE AND REC-
ONCILIATION.

(a) AUTHORIZATION TO PROVIDE HUMANI-
TARIAN ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary of State
and the Administrator of the United States
Agency for International Development are
authorized to provide humanitarian assist-
ance and reconciliation activities for ethnic
groups and civil society organizations in
Burma, Bangladesh, Thailand, and the sur-
rounding region, including—

(1) assistance for victims of violence by the
Burmese military, including Rohingya and
individuals from other ethnic minorities dis-
placed or otherwise affected by conflict, in
Burma, Bangladesh, Thailand, and the sur-
rounding region;

(2) support for voluntary resettlement or
repatriation of displaced individuals in
Burma, upon the conclusion of genuine
agreements developed and negotiated with
the involvement and consultation of the dis-
placed individuals and if resettlement or re-
patriation is safe, voluntary, and dignified;

(3) support for the promotion of ethnic and
religious tolerance, improving social cohe-
sion, combating gender-based violence, in-
creasing the engagement of women in
peacebuilding, and mitigating human rights
violations and abuses against children;

(4) support for—

(A) primary, secondary, and tertiary edu-
cation for displaced children living in areas
of Burma affected by conflict; and

April 6, 2022

(B) refugee camps in the surrounding re-
gion and opportunities to access to higher
education in Bangladesh and Thailand;

(5) capacity-building support—

(A) to ensure that displaced individuals are
consulted and participate in decision-making
processes affecting the displaced individuals;
and

(B) for the creation of mechanisms to fa-
cilitate the participation of displaced indi-
viduals in such processes; and

(6) increased humanitarian aid to Burma to
address the dire humanitarian situation that
has uprooted 170,000 people through—

(A) international aid partners such as
agencies of the United Nations;

(B) the International Committee of the
Red Cross; and

(C) cross-border aid.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated
$220,500,000 to carry out the provisions of this
section for fiscal year 2023.

SEC. 303. AUTHORIZATION OF ASSISTANCE FOR
BURMA POLITICAL PRISONERS.

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of
Congress that—

(1) the freedom of expression, including for
members of the press, is an inalienable right
and should be upheld and protected in Burma
and everywhere;

(2) the Burmese military must imme-
diately cease the arbitrary arrest, detention,
imprisonment, and physical attacks of jour-
nalists, which have created a climate of fear
and self-censorship among local journalists;

(3) the Government of Burma should repeal
or amend all laws that violate the right to
freedom of expression, peaceful assembly, or
association, and ensure that laws such as the
Telecommunications Law of 2013 and the Un-
lawful Associations Act of 1908, and laws re-
lating to the right to peaceful assembly all
comply with Burma’s human rights obliga-
tions;

(4) all prisoners of conscience and political
prisoners in Burma should be uncondition-
ally and immediately released;

(5) the Burmese military should imme-
diately and unconditionally release Danny
Fenster and other journalists unjustly de-
tained for their work;

(6) the Government of Burma must imme-
diately drop defamation charges against all
individuals unjustly detained, including the
three Kachin activists, Lum Zawng, Nang
Pu, and Zau Jet, who led a peaceful rally in
Mytkyina, the capital of Kachin State in
April 2018, and that the prosecution of Lum
Zawng, Nang Pu, and Zau Jet is an attempt
by Burmese authorities to intimidate, har-
ass, and silence community leaders and
human rights defenders who speak out about
military abuses and their impact on civilian
populations; and

(7) the United States Government should
use all diplomatic tools to seek the uncondi-
tional and immediate release of all prisoners
of conscience and political prisoners in
Burma.

(b) POLITICAL PRISONERS ASSISTANCE.—The
Secretary of State is authorized to continue
to provide assistance to civil society organi-
zations in Burma that work to secure the re-
lease of and support prisoners of conscience
and political prisoners in Burma, including—

(1) support for the documentation of
human rights violations with respect to pris-
oners of conscience and political prisoners;

(2) support for advocacy in Burma to raise
awareness of issues relating to prisoners of
conscience and political prisoners;

(3) support for efforts to repeal or amend
laws that are used to imprison individuals as
prisoners of conscience or political prisoners;

(4) support for health, including mental
health, and post-incarceration assistance in
gaining access to education and employment
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opportunities or other forms of reparation to
enable former prisoners of conscience and
political prisoners to resume normal lives;
and

(6) the creation, in consultation with
former political prisoners and prisoners of
conscience, their families, and their rep-
resentatives, of an independent prisoner re-
view mechanism in Burma—

(A) to review the cases of individuals who
may have been charged or deprived of their
liberty for peacefully exercising their human
rights;

(B) to review all laws used to arrest, pros-
ecute, and punish individuals as political
prisoners and prisoners of conscience; and

(C) to provide recommendations to the
Government of Burma for the repeal or
amendment of all such laws.

(c) TERMINATION.—The authority to pro-
vide assistance under this section shall ter-
minate on the date that is 8 years after the
date of the enactment of this Act.

TITLE IV—ACCOUNTABILITY FOR HUMAN
RIGHTS ABUSES
SEC. 401. REPORT ON ACCOUNTABILITY FOR WAR
CRIMES, CRIMES AGAINST HUMAN-
ITY, AND GENOCIDE IN BURMA.

(a) STATEMENT OF PoLICY.—It is the policy
of the United States—

(1) to continue the support of ongoing
mechanisms and special procedures of the
United Nations Human Rights Council, in-
cluding the United Nations Independent In-
vestigative Mechanism for Myanmar and the
Special Rapporteur on the situation of
human rights in Myanmar; and

(2) to refute the credibility and impar-
tiality of efforts sponsored by the Govern-
ment of Burma, such as the Independent
Commission of Enquiry, unless the United
States Ambassador at Large for Global
Criminal Justice determines the efforts to be
credible and impartial and notifies the ap-
propriate congressional committees in writ-
ing and in unclassified form regarding that
determination.

(b) REPORT REQUIRED.—Not later than 90
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of State, after consulta-
tion with the heads of other United States
Government agencies and representatives of
human rights organizations, as appropriate,
shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees a report that—

(1) evaluates the persecution of Rohingya
in Burma by the Burmese military;

(2) after consulting with the Atrocity
Early Warning Task Force, or any successor
entity or office, provides a detailed descrip-
tion of any proposed atrocity prevention re-
sponse recommended by the Task Force as it
relates to Burma;

(3) summarizes any atrocity crimes com-
mitted against Rohingya or members of
other ethnic minority groups in Burma be-
tween 2012 and the date of the submission of
the report;

(4) describes any potential transitional jus-
tice mechanisms for Burma;

(5) provides an analysis of whether the re-
ports summarized under paragraph (3)
amount to war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, or genocide;

(6) includes an assessment on which events
that took place in the state of Rakhine in
Burma, starting on August 25, 2017, con-
stitute war crimes, crimes against human-
ity, or genocide; and

(7) includes a determination with respect
to whether events that took place during or
after the coup of February 1, 2021, in any
state in Burma constitute war crimes or
crimes against humanity.

(c) ELEMENTS.—The report required by sub-
section (b) shall include the following:

(1) A description of—
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(A) credible evidence of events that may
constitute war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, or genocide committed by the Bur-
mese military against Rohingya and mem-
bers of other ethnic minority groups, includ-
ing the identities of any other actors in-
volved in the events;

(B) the role of the civilian government in
the commission of any events described in
subparagraph (A);

(C) credible evidence of events of war
crimes, crimes against humanity, or geno-
cide committed by other armed groups in
Burma;

(D) attacks on health workers, health fa-
cilities, health transport, or patients and, to
the extent possible, the identities of any in-
dividuals who engaged in or organized such
attacks in Burma; and

(E) to the extent possible, the conventional
and unconventional weapons used for any
events or attacks described in this paragraph
and the sources of such weapons.

(2) In consultation with the Administrator
of the United States Agency for Inter-
national Development, the Attorney Gen-
eral, and heads of any other appropriate
United States Government agencies, as ap-
propriate, a description and assessment of
the effectiveness of any efforts undertaken
by the United States to promote account-
ability for war crimes, crimes against hu-
manity, and genocide perpetrated against
Rohingya by the Burmese military, the gov-
ernment of the Rakhine State, pro-govern-
ment militias, or other armed groups oper-
ating in the Rakhine State, including ef-
forts—

(A) to train civilian investigators, within
and outside of Burma and Bangladesh, to
document, investigate, develop findings of,
identify, and locate alleged perpetrators of
war crimes, crimes against humanity, or
genocide in Burma;

(B) to promote and prepare for a transi-
tional justice mechanism for the perpetra-
tors of war crimes, crimes against humanity,
and genocide occurring in the Rakhine State
in 2017; and

(C) to document, collect, preserve, and pro-
tect evidence of war crimes, crimes against
humanity, and genocide in Burma, including
by—

(i) providing support for ethnic Rohingya,
Shan, Rakhine, Kachin, Chin, and Kayin and
other ethnic minorities;

(ii) Burmese, Bangladeshi, foreign, and
international nongovernmental organiza-
tions;

(iii) the Independent Investigative Mecha-
nism for Myanmar; and

(iv) other entities engaged in investigative
activities with respect to war crimes, crimes
against humanity, and genocide in Burma.

(3) A detailed study of the feasibility and
desirability of a transitional justice mecha-
nism for Burma, such as an international tri-
bunal, a hybrid tribunal, or other options,
that includes—

(A) a discussion of the use of universal ju-
risdiction or of legal cases brought against
Burma by other countries at the Inter-
national Court of Justice regarding any
atrocity crimes perpetrated in Burma;

(B) recommendations for any transitional
justice mechanism the United States should
support, the reason the mechanism should be
supported, and the type of support that
should be offered; and

(C) consultation regarding transitional jus-
tice mechanisms with representatives of
Rohingya and individuals from other ethnic
minority groups who have suffered human
rights violations and abuses.

(d) PROTECTION OF WITNESSES AND EVI-
DENCE.—The Secretary of State shall seek to
ensure that the identification of witnesses
and physical evidence used for the report re-
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quired by this section are not publicly dis-
closed in a manner that might place wit-
nesses at risk of harm or encourage the de-
struction of evidence by the military or gov-
ernment of Burma.

(e) FORM OF REPORT;
ABILITY.—

(1) ForM.—The report required by sub-
section (b) shall be submitted in unclassified
form but may include a classified annex.

(2) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The unclassified
portion of the report required by subsection
(b) shall be posted on a publicly available
internet website.

(f) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—In this section, the term
‘“‘appropriate congressional committees”’
means—

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations
and the Committee on Armed Services of the
Senate; and

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs and
the Committee on Armed Services of the
House of Representatives.

SEC. 402. AUTHORIZATION TO PROVIDE TECH-
NICAL ASSISTANCE FOR EFFORTS
AGAINST HUMAN RIGHTS ABUSES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of State is
authorized to provide assistance to support
appropriate civilian or international entities
that—

(1) identify suspected perpetrators of war
crimes, crimes against humanity, and geno-
cide;

(2) collect, document, and protect evidence
of crimes and preserving the chain of cus-
tody for such evidence;

(3) conduct criminal investigations of such
crimes; and

(4) support investigations conducted by
other countries, and by entities mandated by
the United Nations, such as the Independent
Investigative Mechanism for Myanmar.

(b) AUTHORIZATION FOR TRANSITIONAL JUS-
TICE MECHANISMS.—The Secretary of State,
taking into account any relevant findings in
the report submitted under section 402, is au-
thorized to provide support for the establish-
ment and operation of transitional justice
mechanisms, including a hybrid tribunal, to
prosecute individuals suspected of commit-
ting war crimes, crimes against humanity,
or genocide in Burma.

TITLE V—STATUTORY PAY-AS-YOU-GO ACT
SEC. 501. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-
FECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion”’ for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the Committee on the Budget of the House of
Representatives, provided that such state-
ment has been submitted prior to the vote on
passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEEKS) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. TENNEY)
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 5497,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

PUBLIC AVAIL-
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Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in strong
support of H.R. 5497, the BURMA Act of
2022, which I have introduced, along-
side Representative STEVE CHABOT, the
ranking member of the Asia, the Pa-
cific, Central Asia, and Nonprolifera-
tion Subcommittee, who I want to
thank for working in a bipartisan way.

I also want to thank Foreign Affairs
Committee Ranking Member MICHAEL
McCAUL for working with me in a bi-
partisan way on this very important
and very timely bill.

Mr. Speaker, democracy is under se-
vere strain across the globe, and the
current crisis in Burma is a stark re-
minder of this challenge.

It has been just over a year since the
Burmese military staged an illegal and
illegitimate coup d’etat, seizing con-
trol of the Union Government and de-
taining a broad cross section of demo-
cratically elected civilian leaders. As
the military upended Burma’s fragile
transition to democracy, it began a
widespread suppression of fundamental
freedoms.

Over the past 14 months, the mili-
tary’s brutal and senseless violence has
resulted in more than 1,700 people
killed, including over 100 children.
Thousands have been unjustly de-
tained, and nearly half a million people
have been displaced by the military’s
violence.

Congress cannot, cannot and must
not, stand idly by as the military bru-
tally Kkills its people. As the war in
Ukraine has reminded us, America
must stand up with freedom-loving
people everywhere.

The Burmese people have coura-
geously resisted the military’s repres-
sion and violence. They have organized
a civil disobedience movement to erode
the military’s ability to govern. A
shadow government, the National
Unity Government, has emerged to re-
store democratic civilian rule. All they
are asking of us is that the world come
to their aid and their cause.

The Biden administration has taken
critical steps to stand with the Bur-
mese people, and I want to commend
Secretary Blinken’s formal determina-
tion last month that the Burmese mili-
tary committed genocide and crimes
against humanity against Rohingyas,
something that was long, long overdue,
and which I advocated for in this cur-
rent bill.

But now it is Congress’ turn to act.
The important resolutions, statements
of condemnation, and letters of soli-
darity this body has sent over the past
14 months are important, but not suffi-
cient. The people of Burma need us to
do more. Frankly, the Burmese mili-
tary’s gross abuses demand that we do
more.

H.R. 5497 is a comprehensive, bipar-
tisan bill that holds the Burmese mili-
tary accountable through targeted
sanctions, puts pressure on the junta
by urging greater action at the United
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Nations, and calling for a Special Coor-
dinator for Burmese Democracy.

It authorizes humanitarian assist-
ance for the hundreds of thousands of
Burmese citizens that have been inter-
nally displaced or fled across the bor-
der. It calls on the State Department
to document the genocide and the
crimes against humanity committed
against Rohingyas and other Burmese
ethnic minorities.

The same military leaders which per-
petuated a genocide against Rohingya
are now using the same tactics to un-
leash unprecedented bloodshed across
the entire country. We must end the
impunity of the Burmese military and
make it harder for it to enact its bru-
tality.

And to every member of the Burmese
ruling elite that does not support the
pathway taken by General Min Aung
Hlaing, let me say to you loud and
clear: Now is the time for you to think
about your country’s future and defect,
defect, because the Burmese people and
the international community will re-
member which side you stood on.

The economic and diplomatic pres-
sure that this bill applies is essential
to changing the junta’s calculus and
forcing it to the negotiating table. By
passing this legislation, we will take a
meaningful step, not just to stand up
with the Burmese people, but also to
help bring this crisis to an end.

Therefore, before this bill becomes
law, I look forward to working with my
colleagues in a bipartisan way to refine
the sanctions in this bill so that they
remain relevant and effective.

Thus, I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this measure so that we can move
it one step closer to the President’s
desk.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Washington, DC, April 5, 2022.
Hon. GREGORY MEEKS,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Affairs,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: I am writing con-
cerning H.R. 5497, the BURMA Act of 2022. In
order to permit H.R. 5497 to proceed expedi-
tiously to the House Floor, I agree to forgo
formal consideration of the bill.

The Committee on Financial Services
takes this action to forego formal consider-
ation of H.R. 5497 in light of our mutual un-
derstanding that, by foregoing formal con-
sideration of H.R. 5497 at this time, we do
not waive any jurisdiction over the subject
matter contained in this or similar legisla-
tion, and that our Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as this or
similar legislation moves forward with re-
gard to any matters in the Committee’s ju-
risdiction. The Committee also reserves the
right to seek appointment of an appropriate
number of conferees to any House-Senate
conference involving this or similar legisla-
tion that involves the Committee’s jurisdic-
tion and request your support for any such
request.

Finally, I would appreciate your response
to this letter confirming this understanding,
and I would ask that a copy of our exchange
of letters on this matter be included in the
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Congressional Record during Floor consider-
ation of H.R. 5497.
Sincerely,
MAXINE WATERS,
Chairwoman.
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS,
Washington, DC, April 5, 2022.
Hon. MAXINE WATERS,
Committee on Financial Services,
House of Representatives, Washington, DC.

DEAR CHAIRWOMAN WATERS: I am writing
to you concerning H.R. 5497, the BURMA Act
of 2022, as amended. I appreciate your will-
ingness to work cooperatively on this legis-
lation.

I acknowledge that provisions of the bill
fall within the jurisdiction of the Committee
on Financial Services under House Rule X,
and that your Committee will forgo action
on H.R. 5497 to expedite floor consideration.
I further acknowledge that the inaction of
your Committee with respect to the bill does
not waive any future jurisdictional claim
over the matters contained in the bill that
fall within your jurisdiction. I also acknowl-
edge that your Committee will be appro-
priately consulted and involved as this or
similar legislation moves forward, and will
support the appointment of Committee on
Financial Services conferees during any
House-Senate conference convened on this
legislation.

Lastly, I will ensure that our exchange of
letters is included in the Congressional
Record during floor consideration of the bill.
Thank you again for your cooperation re-
garding the legislation. I look forward to
continuing to work with you as the measure
moves through the legislative process.

Sincerely,
GREGORY W. MEEKS,
Chairman.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, it is an honor for me to
represent New York’s 22nd Congres-
sional District, which is home to gen-
erations of Burmese refugees, dating
back to the first family arriving in the
early 2000s, and where nearly 5,000 Bur-
mese refugees reside.

On February 1 of last year, Burma’s
military seized power in a violent coup,
ending 5 years of flawed, but prom-
ising, democracy, dragging Burma back
into a brutal military rule.

Over the last year, the world has
watched in horror as the military tar-
geted innocent Burmese men, women,
and children. The latest estimates indi-
cate that over 1,700 people have been
murdered and more than 13,000 arrested
by the junta.

In the face of this violence and re-
pression, the resilience of the people of
Burma is no less than inspiring. The
legislation we are considering today is
an important step forward in standing
with the people of Burma and holding
their perpetrators accountable.

The BURMA Act will impose manda-
tory sanctions on the military regime,
as well as entities that continue to
support it.

While the White House has begun to
take steps to reimpose the sanctions
regime that the former Democratic ad-
ministration prematurely lifted, it is
time that the Burmese military is
again sanctioned as a matter of law, es-
pecially now that the United States
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has finally recognized that their crimes
against the Rohingya amount to geno-
cide.

Now, more than ever, I urge all to re-
main committed to the people of Bur-
ma’s quest for democracy, for peace,
and freedom, and to oppose this affront
to human dignity.

I thank Chairman MEEKS and Con-
gressman CHABOT for championing this
legislation, and I urge my colleagues to
support this measure.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I don’t
think I have any further speakers, so I
reserve the balance of my time.

Ms. TENNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, America stands as free
people against dictators and despots. It
is part of our values, and it is an im-
portant signal to the world that the
United States stands firm against
autocrats, whether in Burma or Russia.

Last Friday, China’s Foreign Min-
ister, Wang Yi, showed the world how
true this is. He met with his counter-
part from the Burmese junta regime
and said that the Chinese Communist
Party would back the Tatmadaw ‘‘no
matter how the situation changes.”

We are at a critical point in history.
Authoritarian regimes like China are
partnering with their autocratic allies
around the world to make the globe
less free; to undermine human dignity
and individual freedom; and to oppress
those who stand up and have the cour-
age to speak out as the Burmese people
have. It is sickening, and it is one more
reason why this legislation is so time-
ly.
It is critical that America stands
united in supporting the people of
Burma and championing their funda-
mental human rights in the face of
military oppression. I will continue to
be a voice for this community as we
fight to oppose this affront to the peo-
ple of Burma’s dignity and freedom and
quest for peace.

I, once again, urge my colleagues to
support this measure. I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume for
the purpose of closing.

Mr. Speaker, Congress must do more
to address this crisis in Burma, and
H.R. 5497, the BURMA Act of 2021, will
do just that. It will take concrete steps
to hold the Burmese military account-
able for its coup and for the perpetra-
tion of gross human rights violations
and other unspeakable atrocities.

This bill, Mr. Speaker, sends a strong
and unequivocal message that there
are severe consequences for subverting
democracy, and that the United States
of America stands firmly with the Bur-
mese people in their struggle for
human rights and their democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I hope all of my col-
leagues, all 435 of us, will join me in
supporting this bill, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, | rise in support
of H.R. 5497, the BURMA Act which is impor-
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tant legislation to support the courageous peo-
ple of Burma as they struggle to wrest democ-
racy from the hands of their authoritarian mili-
tary.

On February 1, 2021, after a decade of
promising democratic reforms in Burma, the
Burmese military (also known as the
Tatmadaw) seized control of the civilian gov-
ernment, declared a state of emergency, and
unlawfully detained State Councilor Aung San
Suu Kyi, President Win Myint, and many
Members of Parliament. In response, the peo-
ple of Burma took to the streets to demand
the restoration of civilian rule, only to be met
with the Tatmadaw’s brutal campaign of re-
pression, involving extrajudicial executions,
mass arrests and disappearances, and other
authoritarian tactics.

H.R. 5497 is legislation to hold the
Tatmadaw accountable for their human rights
abuses by authorizing targeted sanctions
against the Burmese military and its affiliated
entities. These sanctions will deprive the
Tatmadaw of the resources they need to con-
tinue their violent suppression of the Burmese
people. H.R. 5497 also provides much-needed
funds to support pro-democracy civil society
groups in Burma and alleviate the severe hu-
manitarian crisis caused by the Tatmadaw’s
violence and mismanagement of the economy.

I'm pleased that this legislation advances
many of the goals outlined in H. Res. 896, a
resolution | introduced on the one-year anni-
versary of the coup to condemn the Burmese
military’s human rights abuses. My resolution
calls for tough sanctions against the
Tatmadaw, robust humanitarian assistance for
the Burmese people, and increased efforts to
hold the Tatmadaw accountable for atrocities.

At a time when democracy is being threat-
ened around the world, it's imperative that the
United States join with the courageous people
of Burma who are fighting to restore democ-
racy in their country. By passing H.R. 5497,
Congress will demonstrate our solidarity with
the Burmese people, and | urge all my col-
leagues to support this bill and vote yes.

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, as the Ranking
Member of the Asia-Pacific Subcommittee, |
rise today in support of H.R. 5497, the
BURMA Act, bipartisan legislation Chairman
MEEKS and | introduced last year in response
to the coup in Burma. And | want to thank
Ranking Member McCAUL and Ms. TENNEY
and all those who have supported this legisla-
tion on both sides of the aisle.

As everyone who follows the situation in
Burma knows, on February 1, 2021 the Bur-
mese military perpetrated a coup against the
civilian government, detained its elected lead-
ers and set up a junta.

This is by no means the first time the gen-
erals have seized power but this time the re-
sponse has been different. The people of
Burma, in all walks of life have courageously
stood up against the military with peaceful pro-
tests, mass strikes, and other civil disobe-
dience.

The military’s response bas been predict-
able—they initiated a crackdown that con-
tinues today. They've killed over seventeen
hundred people and imprisoned thousands
more. This repression has pushed the country
into civil war, essentially, as the generals stub-
bornly refuse to restore democracy.

Let me be clear, this coup is a blatant viola-
tion of the rights of the Burmese people. Self-
government and self-determination are rights
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of all people around the world, not a gift from
a small handful of elites who pretend to be en-
titted to rule over their fellow citizens. The
generals cannot simply back out of democracy
when it no longer serves their purposes. It's a
right that's owed to the people of Burma.

In response to the coup, Chairman MEEKS
and | introduced this BURMA Act. Briefly re-
capping the history of this legislation, in Sep-
tember 2017, the Burmese military began a
genocidal campaign to permanently drive the
Rohingya out of Burma which resulted in over
700,000 Rohingya refugees fleeing from
Rakhine State, Burma into neighboring Ban-
gladesh. They remain there today without any
meaningful hope of returning home.

This campaign consisted of widespread,
systematic, and premeditated human rights
abuses, including barbaric killings, gang rapes,
and the burning of around 400 Rohingya vil-
lages. According to a partial State Department
report on these atrocities, about half of the
Rohingya surveyed said they personally wit-
nessed a rape while about 80 percent wit-
nessed killings and the destruction of villages.

In response to these atrocities, Ranking
Member Eliot Engel and | wrote the original
BURMA Act which would have imposed sanc-
tions on the military, and deployed several
other tools to address longstanding concerns
with Burma. While the legislation passed in
the House several times, the Senate failed to
take it up.

Last year, in response to the coup, Chair-
man MEEKS and | updated the BURMA Act to
provide some measure of accountability for
both the genocide in 2017 and this year’s
coup, and to reflect the sanctions the Biden
Administration has already imposed on the
Burmese military. The new version of the leg-
islation will levy stronger sanctions against the
military, and provide additional assistance to
the people of Burma.

| would specifically like to point out that this
legislation deals specifically with accountability
for the crimes committed against the
Rohingya, and has for the last several years
required the State Department to determine
whether this was a genocide. I'm pleased that
last month Secretary Blinken took this step,
and declared officially and on behalf of the
United States what many of us have known
for some time that the crimes were indeed a
genocide. This decision is one we can all sup-
port—and probably one of the few things this
Administration has done that | can really get
behind.

As the coup and its aftermath continue to
drag on, we must use this determination to
renew focus on the situation in Burma and in-
tensify our efforts to see that the Burmese
Military comes to terms with the fact that the
people have chosen a different path. The
BURMA Act would go a long way in that effort,
so | would urge my colleagues to support its
passage.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 5497, “Burma Unified
through Rigorous Military Accountability Act of
2021” or BURMA Act.

The purpose of this bill is to authorize hu-
manitarian assistance and civil society sup-
port, promote democracy and human rights,
and impose targeted sanctions with respect to
human rights abuses in Burma.

The legislation condemns the actions taken
by the Burmese military during its coup on
February 1, 2021 and its aftermath.
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The BURMA Act:

Authorizes sanctions on individuals and enti-
ties who helped stage the February 1 coup
d’etat and are responsible for the subsequent
repression of fundamental freedoms, human
rights abuses, use of indiscriminate violence
towards civilians, and other gross atrocities.

Prohibits the import of precious and semi-
precious gemstones from Burma into the
United States.

Authorizes a new position at the State De-
partment, a Special Coordinator for Burmese
Democracy, to promote an international effort
to impose and enforce multilateral sanctions
on Burma and coordinate United States Gov-
ernment interagency efforts on Burma.

Authorizes support to civil society and for
humanitarian assistance in Burma, Ban-
gladesh, Thailand, and the surrounding region.

Calls for the Department of State to make a
genocide determination with regard to the per-
secution of the Rohingya.

Calls for the United States to pressure the
United Nations to take more decisive action
with regards to Burma.

By authorizing targeted sanctions against
the Burmese military, the Burmese Administra-
tive Council and affiliated entities, the bill
holds accountable those responsible for the
perpetration of the coup and the ensuing
atrocities that have claimed over a thousand
lives.

It has been a little over a year since the
Burmese military staged its illegal and illegit-
imate coup, reversing years of reform and
Burma’s fragile transition to democracy.

The military regime has killed more than
1,728 people since February of 2021, includ-
ing around 100 children, and illegally detained
more than 13,084 people.

The violence toward its own citizens has
displaced roughly 400,000 people within the
country.

This brings the estimated total of internally
displaced persons to 776,000 and of refugees
and asylum-seekers in neighboring countries
to more than 1 million.

People in Myanmar desperately need food,
clean water and protection to survive.

The BURMA Act would address these gaps
by funding humanitarian assistance and ad-
dressing issues in Myanmar including human
rights violations, displacement, and armed
conflict.

Having previously lived under military rule
and authoritarianism for decades, the people
of Myanmar responded to the coup with cour-
age and resistance.

Democracy activists flooded the streets,
formed a shadow government, and carried out
a massive civil disobedience movement to
shut down the machinery of the state.

The tragedy underway in Myanmar epito-
mizes the battle between democracy and
authoritarianism.

However, the people of Myanmar have not
received much support from the international
community, in efforts to condemn this coup
the United States must act now by expanding
targeted sanctions to halt this.

The toll on the people of Burma has been
truly staggering, under the military’s harsh
rule, no one is safe from violence, arbitrary
detainment, military attack, and infringements
on human rights.

| am optimistic that we will pass the BURMA
Act to apply economic pressure, provide hu-
manitarian support, and redouble diplomatic
efforts against the military junta.
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The people of Burma can no longer afford
to wait, so neither should we.

| ask my colleagues to join me in voting for
H.R. 5497 because these people who have
survived crimes against humanity, discrimina-
tion, gender-based violence and forced dis-
placement in Myanmar need the humanitarian
assistance this bill would provide.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York (Mr.
MEEKS) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 5497, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

——
UKRAINE INVASION WAR CRIMES
DETERRENCE AND ACCOUNT-

ABILITY ACT

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 7276) to direct the President to
submit to Congress a report on United
States Government efforts to collect,
analyze, and preserve evidence and in-
formation related to war crimes and
any other atrocities committed during
the full-scale Russian invasion of
Ukraine since February 24, 2022, and for
other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 7276

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Ukraine In-
vasion War Crimes Deterrence and Account-
ability Act”.

SEC. 2. SENSE OF CONGRESS.

It is the sense of Congress that—

(1) in its premeditated, unprovoked, un-
justified, and unlawful full-scale invasion of
Ukraine that commenced on February 24,
2022, the military of the Government of the
Russian Federation under the direction of
President Vladimir Putin has committed war
crimes that include but are not limited to—

(A) the deliberate targeting of civilians
and injuring or killing of noncombatants;

(B) the deliberate targeting and attacking
of hospitals, schools, and other non-military
buildings dedicated to religion, art, science,
or charitable purposes, such as the bombing
of a theater in Mariupol that served as a
shelter for noncombatants and had the word
‘‘children’”” written clearly in the Russian
language outside;

(C) the indiscriminate bombardment of
undefended dwellings and buildings;

(D) the wanton destruction of property not
justified by military necessity;

(E) unlawful civilian deportations;

(F) the taking of hostages; and

(G) rape, or sexual assault or abuse;

(2) the use of chemical weapons by the
Government of the Russian Federation in
Ukraine would constitute a war crime, and
engaging in any military preparations to use
chemical weapons or to develop, produce,
stockpile, or retain chemical weapons is pro-
hibited by the Chemical Weapons Conven-
tion, to which the Russian Federation is a
signatory;

(3) Vladimir Putin has a long record of
committing acts of aggression, systematic
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abuses of human rights, and acts that con-
stitute war crimes or other atrocities both
at home and abroad, and the brutality and
scale of these actions, including in the Rus-
sian Federation republic of Chechnya, Geor-
gia, Syria, and Ukraine, demonstrate the ex-
tent to which his regime is willing to flout
international norms and values in the pur-
suit of its objectives;

(4) Vladimir Putin has previously sanc-
tioned the use of chemical weapons at home
and abroad, including in the poisonings of
Russian spy turned double agent Sergei
Skripal and his daughter Yulia and leading
Russian opposition figure Aleksey Navalny,
and aided and abetted the use of chemical
weapons by President Bashar al-Assad in
Syria; and

(5) in 2014, the Government of the Russian
Federation initiated its unprovoked war of
aggression against Ukraine which resulted in
its illegal occupation of Crimea, the unrec-
ognized declaration of independence by the
so-called ‘‘Donetsk People’s Republic’’ and
“Luhansk People’s Republic’’ by Russia-
backed proxies, and numerous human rights
violations and deaths of civilians in Ukraine.
SEC. 3. STATEMENT OF POLICY.

It is the policy of the United States—

(1) to collect, analyze, and preserve evi-
dence and information related to war crimes
and other atrocities committed during the
full-scale Russian invasion of Ukraine that
began on February 24, 2022, for use in appro-
priate domestic, foreign, and international
courts and tribunals prosecuting those re-
sponsible for such crimes;

(2) to help deter the commission of war
crimes and other atrocities in Ukraine by
publicizing to the maximum possible extent,
including among Russian and other foreign
military commanders and troops in Ukraine,
efforts to identify and prosecute those re-
sponsible for the commission of war crimes
during the full-scale Russian invasion of
Ukraine that began on February 24, 2022; and

(3) to continue efforts to identify, deter,
and pursue accountability for war crimes
and other atrocities committed around the
world and by other perpetrators, and to le-
verage international cooperation and best
practices in this regard with respect to the
current situation in Ukraine.

SEC. 4. REPORT ON UNITED STATES EFFORTS.

Not later than 90 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act, and consistent with
the protection of intelligence sources and
methods, the President shall submit to the
appropriate congressional committees a re-
port, which may include a classified annex,
describing in detail the following:

(1) United States Government efforts to
collect, analyze, and preserve evidence and
information related to war crimes and other
atrocities committed during the full-scale
Russian invasion of Ukraine since February
24, 2022, including a description of—

(A) the respective roles of various agencies,
departments, and offices, and the inter-
agency mechanism established for the co-
ordination of such efforts;

(B) the types of information and evidence
that are being collected, analyzed, and pre-
served to help identify those responsible for
the commission of war crimes or other atroc-
ities during the full-scale Russian invasion
of Ukraine in 2022; and

(C) steps taken to coordinate with, and
support the work of, allies, partners, inter-
national institutions and organizations, and
nongovernmental organizations in such ef-
forts.

(2) Media, public diplomacy, and informa-
tion operations to make Russian military
commanders, troops, political leaders and
the Russian people aware of efforts to iden-
tify and prosecute those responsible for the
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commission of war crimes or other atrocities
during the full-scale Russian invasion of
Ukraine in 2022, and of the types of acts that
may be prosecutable.

(3) The process for a domestic, foreign, or
international court or tribunal to request
and obtain from the United States Govern-
ment information related to war crimes or
other atrocities committed during the full-
scale Russian invasion of Ukraine in 2022.
SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS.

In this Act:

(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional
committees’” means—

(A) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
Committee on the Judiciary, and the Perma-
nent Select Committee on Intelligence of the
House of Representatives; and

(B) the Committee on Foreign Relations,
the Committee on the Judiciary, and the Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence of the Sen-
ate.

(2) ATROCITIES.—The term ‘‘atrocities’ has
the meaning given that term in section 6(2)
of the Elie Wiesel Genocide and Atrocities
Prevention Act of 2018 (Public Law 115-441; 22
U.S.C. 2656 note).

(3) WAR CRIME.—The term ‘‘war crime’’ has
the meaning given that term in section
2441(c) of title 18, United States Code.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEEKS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. McCAUL) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H.R. 7276,
as amended.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 7276, the Ukraine Invasion War
Crimes Deterrence and Accountability
Act introduced by my good friend and
the ranking member of the House For-
eign Affairs Committee, Mr. McCAUL.

I want to thank Mr. McCAUL for
working collectively across the aisle as
we do on many bills, but on this impor-
tant bill, for his leadership on it. It is
very timely and very important.

Mr. Speaker, each day we see a grow-
ing body of horrifying evidence of
atrocities that Russian troops have
wreaked on Ukrainian citizens. Mr.
McCAUL and I traveled to Poland, and
we saw with our own eyes the refugees
fleeing Ukraine because of Putin’s war;
not knowing whether they would see
their husbands or fathers or uncles
ever again; not knowing what their to-
morrow would be.

This week, the images, the videos,
and the firsthand accounts from Bucha
were nothing short of chilling, and as
it did seeing the refugees cross the bor-
der in Poland, it pains my heart to
know that this is likely just the tip of
the iceberg of what Ukrainians have
suffered.
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In attempting to justify his war of
choice on Ukraine, Putin’s relentless
dehumanization of Ukrainians has laid
the foundation for atrocities so vile it
churns one’s stomach.

We have seen this before, Mr. Speak-
er. It is the same dehumanization that
has led to every genocide before. I fear
what we have seen in Bucha is hap-
pening throughout Ukraine right now,
and it will only get worse.

Nothing we do on this floor today
will erase the generational trauma
that Putin’s forces have inflicted on
Ukrainians, but we can and must en-
sure that the United States of America
is doing everything in its power to col-
lect evidence that can be used to pros-
ecute Russian war crimes and other
atrocities. Hopefully, that will deter
further systemic human rights abuses
in this conflict.

H.R. 7276 would require the adminis-
tration to detail efforts to collect, ana-
lyze, and preserve evidence of war
crimes, and to describe the process
through which a domestic, foreign, or
international court or tribunal could
request and obtain information related
to war crimes or other atrocities from
the United States.

Every day of this illegal and
unprovoked war further unites the
global community against Russia’s ag-
gression in Ukraine. The images that
we continue to see day in and day out
are shocking to the conscience and also
a call to action.

To the leaders of the nations who
have yet to condemn this barbaric war
of choice, I ask them to please watch
these videos of civilians being bombed
and, as we did both in Poland and with
those who visited us here in the House
of Representatives, listen to the sur-
vivors who witnessed their neighbors
and their friends shot in the streets or
in their homes, some bound with their
hands behind their backs.

The camera of history is rolling, Mr.
Speaker, and it will remember those
countries that remain silent.

Russia’s aggression in Ukraine must
stop. We must unequivocally condemn
the atrocities that are being carried
out by Putin and his Russian invading
forces. Those who are responsible, Mr.
Speaker, must be brought to justice, no
matter how long it takes or how hard
it may be.

The Ukraine Invasion War Crimes
Deterrence and Accountability Act will
help in collecting the necessary evi-
dence so that we can do just that: Hold
those individuals accountable for the
atrocities that they have committed.

Mr. Speaker, I ask all of my col-
leagues to join and support this crucial
legislation.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my dear friend,
Chairman MEEKS, for working with me
on this important legislation. This is a
historic time, and it is a historic bill.
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This is the largest invasion in Europe
since World War II, with war crimes in
Europe the likes of which we haven’t
seen since my father’s generation in
my father’s war.

Mr. Speaker, the world is watching,
and history will judge us all by how we
act, by our actions. As the chairman
said, the tape is filming; the reel is
filming this. We are seeing these hor-
rific images coming out of Ukraine as I
speak, and sadly, there will be many
more. We have just hit the surface.

Corpses are littering the streets of
Bucha, their hands tied behind their
backs and bullets in their heads. Some
are decapitated.

A pregnant woman, covered in
blood—these monsters bombed a ma-
ternity hospital, for God’s sake—as she
gets wheeled out, holding on to her
womb or baby. Sadly, and tragically,
both she and her baby did not survive
that day.

Mothers are raped in front of their
children, and young girls are raped in
front of their families—girls.

The bodies of families are half-buried
together in shallow graves, with their
hands still sticking out of the ground.

My God, what is happening in this
world? I never imagined or thought I
would see this in my lifetime. This is of
centuries ago, not today.

The bombing of apartments and pub-
lic buildings providing refuge to chil-
dren and the elderly, including a the-
ater in Mariupol that had the word
‘‘children” written outside so large in
Russian that the satellites could see
it—we could see it from satellites.
What do the Russians do? They bombed
it. They bombed it knowing that there
were children inside.

Today, just today, most disturbing,
we have reporting out of Ukraine that
Russia is bringing in mobile
crematoriums to deal with the carnage
because there are so many bodies in
the streets. They are bringing in mo-
bile crematoriums in an effort to hide
the evidence of their crimes.

These are Putin’s war crimes, and he
will be held responsible. He and his cro-
nies, and the Russian troops who have
carried them out, must be held ac-
countable.

Sadly, these are not the first war
crimes committed by Putin’s troops, as
the people of Chechnya, Georgia, and
Syria can attest.

We cannot wait for the next atrocity
before we act. We must do what we can
now to deter Russian leaders, com-
manders, and troops in the field from
committing further war crimes.

That is why we introduced this legis-
lation. It will ensure the United States
helps the people of Ukraine gather,
analyze, and maintain the evidence of
these war crimes.

It will also put Russian troops—I
think ‘‘troops’” is probably not the
right word—these Russian monsters
and their leaders on notice that the
world is watching.

The world is watching them right
now, and we are taking names. We are
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taking the names of these war crimi-
nals; we are taking photographs; we
are taking surveillance; and we are
taking the satellite imagery to docu-
ment this injustice, this crime against
humanity. And we will seek justice.

Mr. Speaker, I am very proud of the
bipartisan efforts that our committee
has made. But on the topic, I just have
to—my God, I can’t believe we are here
even talking about this. I can’t believe
this is actually happening in this
world, in this century.

These horrific atrocities in Bucha
have made one thing crystal clear: No
country can remain neutral in the face
of this evil. The entire world needs to
rally against Mr. Putin and these war
crimes. Passing this bill is a step for-
ward to getting justice done.

I was a Federal prosecutor for a good
part of my life, and I have dealt with a
lot of victims. I have seen a lot of real-
ly awful things that man can do to
mankind. I have to say, Mr. Speaker,
this is probably—in fact, it is abso-
lutely the worst thing I have seen in
my lifetime.

The world is watching, and history
will judge us all. All nations will judge
us all by what we do here and now.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, let
me thank the leadership of our chair-
man and the working relationship with
the ranking member.

Mr. Speaker, I was in Lithuania as
the Russians were coming in, and I
spent a couple of days there with the
hopes and dreams of many people that,
in actuality, there would not be an in-
vasion of Russia into Ukraine, even
though we were being briefed on the
30,000 to 40,000 troops in Belarus.

Even on that day, we spoke to
Ukraine parliamentarians, who indi-
cated that they were leaving the meet-
ing we were in and taking a 17-hour
trip back to Ukraine as their son was
standing up to join the Ukrainian mili-
tary.

Little did we expect—as some people
said, ‘‘just a couple of days’—that we
would be at a point where—we will not
call it World War III, but we will call it
the most brutal, vicious, and mur-
derous effort in Europe and the world
almost since World War II.

I cannot fathom the bodies found in a
pit. I cannot understand moms and ba-
bies dying in the street. I cannot un-
derstand or accept the numbers of ci-
vilians targeted, their bodies strewn
throughout the various cities.

The movement to the east, the de-
struction of Odessa, and the unwilling-
ness of Vladimir Putin to even think of
being serious at the peace table—it is
important to say pronounced war
crimes have been committed, that he
must be at The Hague.

I believe Europe should be more pro-
nounced in its annunciation. I frankly
believe that there is a heavier penalty
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that he must pay. I don’t believe he
should sit at another table of Western
civilization.

Most importantly, I rise to support
this legislation and believe America is
right to insist on Mr. Putin being tried
for war crimes.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Madam Speaker, | rise
in support of H.R. 7276 the Ukraine Invasion
War Crimes Deterrence and Accountability
Act, to direct the President to submit a report
to Congress on the United States efforts to
collect and analyze evidence and information
related to the war crimes committed by the
Russian Federation during their full-scale inva-
sion of Ukraine.

This legislation requires the Administration
to detail the process our government will un-
dertake to collect, analyze, and preserve evi-
dence of these war crimes, so that perpetra-
tors of these and other atrocities are held ac-
countable.

There is no question of whether the Russian
Federation, under the direction of Vladimir
Putin has been defying the laws of war
throughout its unprovoked, unjust, and unlaw-
ful invasion of Ukraine.

H.R. 7276 will ensure the U.S. maintains a
coordinated effort to collect evidence to be
used to prosecute Russian war crimes in
Ukraine.

This bill will help to deter future war crimes
by ensuring Russian troops and their com-
manders know the world is watching closely.

In the three decades since gaining its inde-
pendence, Ukraine has sought its own path to
sovereignty and has pursued closer economic,
social, and political ties with the free market
and democratic nations of the West.

Since 2013, the Russian Federation under
the direction of President Vladimir Putin, has
imposed a campaign of political, economic,
and military aggression against Ukraine.

In February 2014, the Russian military
began the invasion of eastern regions in
Ukraine, including the Crimean Peninsula. The
military also backed separatist insurgents in
the Donbass region, where fighting has killed
over 14,000 people.

Today the world is witnessing the
unprovoked aggression and invasion ordered
by Vladimir Putin.

President Putin and his associates must be
held personally liable for the war crimes com-
mitted against the people of Ukraine.

Russia claims it is not attacking civilians, yet
thousands of people have been killed, mostly
from explosive weapons with a wide impact
area, including shelling from heavy artillery
and multi-launch rocket systems, and missile
and air strikes.

Families are being separated by war, adults
and children are being ruthlessly killed, and ci-
vilian infrastructure has been completely oblit-
erated in parts of eastern Ukraine.

These reckless Russian attacks have lev-
eled homes, preschools, post offices, muse-
ums, sports facilities, hospitals, and factories.

Power and gas lines have been severed,
bridges and railway stations blown up inten-
tionally to restrict refugee movement within the
country.

Civilians have been killed in their cars, while
waiting in bread lines, and while seeking treat-
ment in hospitals.

Remnants of a missile were found in a
Ukrainian zoo, residential neighborhoods have
been shelled to pieces and morgues are over-
flowing with bodies.
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Additionally, a rogue Russia is violently
crushing political speech opposing the war
from its own citizens.

As Russian ground forces advance in
Ukraine, Ukrainians are sheltering from artil-
lery shells and cruise missiles in subways and
bomb shelters.

But in addition to the conventional military
forces that Russia brings to bear, Russia has
been utilizing nonconventional warfare for
years.

Russia has been running a long-running
campaign to cast Ukrainians as Nazis and the
perpetrators of genocide against Russian-
speakers in eastern Ukraine in order to justify
an invasion.

The western world must continue to march
in lockstep against this senseless Russian in-
vasion of a sovereign nation.

We will make it clear to President Putin that
there is no possibility for him to win this war
when our alliances are as united and as for-
tified as they are now and will continue to be
throughout the entire duration of this conflict.

Putin may seize ground, but he will never
hold it.

Thank you, and | look forward to discussing
recommended measures to hold Russia ac-
countable for this manufactured war.

O 1300

Mr. McCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3
minutes to the gentleman from Arkan-
sas (Mr. HILL).

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in
strong support of H.R. 7276, the
Ukraine Invasion War Crimes Deter-
rence and Accountability Act.

I am a proud cosponsor of this impor-
tant legislation, and I thank Chairman
MEEKS and the committee for working
with Ranking Member MCCAUL on this
critical, bipartisan bill.

Last weekend, the world saw in
Bucha what the Ukrainian people have
been telling us since the start of this
invasion, that the Russians are indis-
criminately torturing and executing
Ukrainian men, women, and children.

It is important in these periods of
conflict that the United States con-
tribute to collecting, analyzing, and
preserving critical evidence of war
crimes and other atrocities.

For two decades Putin has gone un-
checked and never paid a diplomatic or
even economic price for his 22 years of
mania. He has never faced, until he
met the Ukrainians, true armed resist-
ance. He leveled Grozny, destroyed his-
toric Aleppo with his coconspirator and
partner, Assad, and he waltzed into
Crimea, Mr. Speaker, in 2014 without
firing a shot. The line has been finally
drawn in Ukraine.

This House, on a bipartisan basis, has
worked to document Assad’s mass mur-
der in Syria. As a result of that work
and the work of the United Nations
Mechanism, we have had a recent con-
viction in Koblenz, Germany, of a Syr-
ian intelligence official for crimes
against humanity.

The U.N. recently approved an inde-
pendent inquiry into Ukraine. That is
precisely the same step of a decade ago
in Syria. Enacting this legislation will
ensure that the United States contrib-
utes to this effort.
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I encourage all my colleagues to sup-
port this important bill, and I thank
Mr. MEEKS and Mr. McCAUL for their
leadership.

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I have
no further requests for time at this mo-
ment, and I reserve the balance of my
time.

Mr. McCAUL. Madam Speaker, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. SMITH).

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam
Speaker, I thank my good friend for
yielding, and I thank both Ranking
Member McCAUL and Chairman MEEKS
for their extraordinary leadership on
this important bill that is before us
today.

I want to thank Mr. MEEKS for his el-
oquent remarks a moment ago summa-
rizing the absolute atrocities that are
being committed by Vladimir Putin,
his military, and Lukashenko who is
the enabler, the President of Belarus.
The gentleman has described in vivid
detail just how horrific this is. And as
my good friend from Texas said a mo-
ment ago, my father fought in World
War II as well in the South Pacific, but
the crimes that were committed by im-
perial Japan and by the Nazis are now
being replicated on a grand scale by
Vladimir Putin. It has to stop, and it
has to stop yesterday. So I rise in
strong support of this legislation.

Madam Speaker, on March 8 I chaired
a hearing at the Tom Lantos Human
Rights Commission entitled ‘‘Account-
ability for Russia’s War Crimes and Ag-
gression Against Ukraine.” The day be-
fore I also introduced a resolution call-
ing for accountability for Vladimir
Putin for his crimes against the
Ukrainian people and his aggression
against Ukraine.

The witnesses could not have been
more clear that delay is denial and
that we need to act now.

I was very much involved with the
court in the former Yugoslavia and
very involved with the court for Sierra
Leone. David Crane led that effort. I
was very involved with the Rwandan
court and tried to get a court for Syria
but failed. I pushed hard for it with a
resolution on this floor, and the House
did pass it.

But the key here is timeliness. Don’t
wait.

The ICC, while it may do some good
here, and they do have an investigation
that they have instituted, the ICC has
been notoriously slow. They have had
less than 10 convictions over 20 years.
Now, if that venue works, great. But
my concern—and I think the concern
shared by many, particularly in the
NGO community—is that there needs
to be another venue stood up quickly
that could make the difference.

At the March hearing, David Crane,
the founding Chief Prosecutor of the
U.N. Special Court for Sierra Leone,
talked about an international tribunal
created by the United Nations General
Assembly. We are all thinking, Hey,
when it gets to the Security Council,
the Security Council will have two ve-
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toes at least. It will be Russia, and it
will be China. Not so in the General As-
sembly. They can stand up a court and
they can do it tomorrow that would in-
dict Vladimir Putin on the next day.

There is certainly enough evidence—
keep building the evidence, of course—
but there is enough evidence to do it
right now, and that, hopefully, will tell
everybody around him that the time
will come when you will be in the dock
as well.

I remember meeting with Slobodan
Milosevic in Serbia and going to Bos-
nia and Croatia many times during
that horrific war in the Balkans. Time
and time again he thought he was un-
touchable, total impunity because of
that. He killed so many because there
was no accountability. Well, he went to
The Hague as part of the ad hoc tri-
bunal, and he died while the pro-
ceedings were underway. But he would
have been held to account.

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues to support this. We have al-
ready had one vote in the General As-
sembly, 141 out of 198 voted and a num-
ber of people abstained. You only need
a simple majority.

I did ask our number two at the
State Department, at GREGORY MEEKS’
hearing earlier today, to take back to
the administration the idea of looking
at all the venues. But let’s get a court
constituted immediately. If the ICC
wants to step in at some point, fine.
But indict Putin. Indict him, and you
will see some people running like rats
on the ship who were a part of his re-
gime knowing that they, too, will be
held accountable and sent to prison for
the rest of their lives.

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, 1 re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. McCAUL. Madam Speaker, I
yield myself the balance of my time for
the purpose of closing.

Madam Speaker, we rise today not as
Republicans or Democrats but as
Americans and as a united Congress on
behalf of the American people con-
demning these atrocities.

Madam Speaker, there is a group
called the Wagner Group that is enter-
ing Ukraine right now. They are the
worst of the worst. They are merce-
naries. They are cold-blooded Kkillers.
Mr. Putin has sent them to Africa to
kill people in Mali and Libya, and they
have been in the Donbas previously.
They have a saying, these Wagner
thugs, these monsters, that our busi-
ness is killing, and business is good.

This is sick. They rape women and
girls. They kill for a living, and, yes,
now they are entering Ukraine.

Sadly, Madam Speaker, I am not sure
Bucha is the last we are going to see of
this, and when the dust clears from
Mariupol, God knows what we are
going to find there. God only knows.
When they are talking about mobile
crematoriums to hide the evidence of
so much carnage and so many bodies to
be burned. This has to stop.

We are standing together united as
Americans condemning this, and as a
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former Federal prosecutor, yes, to in-
dict Mr. Putin for his crimes against
humanity.

Mr. Putin thought his legacy after
this fiasco was going to be reclaiming
the glory of the empire. He would be
known as great as the czars or maybe
Stalin. Maybe he is like Stalin. His leg-
acy is not going to be reclaiming the
empire. His legacy is going to be that
of a war criminal. That will impact his
psyche, and that will impact all those
around him, including his oligarchs,
that no one is safe here, that you will
be indicted internationally, and that
you will be brought to justice.

For without justice in the face of
these crimes against humanity, what
good are we? So this is an historic mo-
ment.

I want to thank the chairman, as al-
ways, on this committee for working
with me to stand up against evil, be-
cause that is exactly what this is.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time for the
purpose of closing.

Madam Speaker, what we are wit-
nessing Russian troops do in Ukraine
represents some of the worst of human-
kind. Right now, the world is watching
horrifying war crimes taking place.
The world is watching the extent to
which Putin is willing to flout inter-
national norms and values in the pur-
suit of its brutality, and the world is
also watching what we as a nation are
going to do about it.

The Department of State has offi-
cially concluded that Russian forces
have committed war crimes in Ukraine
which were made vividly clear by the
horrifying images emerging over this
past weekend from Bucha. Investiga-
tions into these war crimes are already
beginning and must continue.

I am saying today, as chair of the
House Foreign Affairs Committee
working along with my friend and part-
ner, the ranking member, MIKE
McCAuL, we will work tirelessly to
make sure that justice is delivered and
that the administration works strenu-
ously in concert with partners and al-
lies to this end because meaningful jus-
tice for these crimes helps prevent such
atrocities in the future.

This legislation requires the adminis-
tration to detail efforts to preserve evi-
dence and hold perpetrators account-
able for the atrocities that are com-
mitted and to detail the means for do-
mestic, hybrid, or international courts
and their tribunals to request access to
such information.

This legislation, the Ukrainian Inva-
sion War Crimes Deterrence and Ac-
countability Act, will ensure that vic-
tims and perpetrators alike know that
the United States of America and the
world, we have got to get those off the
seat, those who abstain in the U.N.,
they see the same thing. We need them
to stand and have a voice.

The world is watching. The world
will hold Putin and the Russian Armed
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Forces and those who are in their duma
and those who keep pushing this war
that is caused by one man, Vladimir
Putin—these abhorrent war crimes
which continue to go on—accountable.
It is a war of choice that Putin has de-
cided to place on Ukraine.

That is why, Madam Speaker, I am so
proud to partner with MIKE MCCAUL in
bringing H.R. 7276 to the floor today so
that my children, my grandchildren,
my  great-great-grandchildren, will
know how I stood at this time in his-
tory and how the United States Con-
gress stood at this time in history.

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
JACKSON LEE). The question is on the
motion offered by the gentleman from
New York (Mr. MEEKS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the bill,
H.R. 7276, as amended.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker,
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are
postponed.

on

——
O 1315

RELATING TO THE CONSIDER-
ATION OF HOUSE REPORT 117-284
AND AN ACCOMPANYING RESO-
LUTION

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call
up House Resolution 1023 and ask for
its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1023

Resolved, That if House Report 117-284 is
called up by direction of the Select Com-
mittee to Investigate the January 6th At-
tack on the United States Capitol: (a) all
points of order against the report are waived
and the report shall be considered as read;
and (b)(1) an accompanying resolution of-
fered by direction of the Select Committee
to Investigate the January 6th Attack on the
United States Capitol shall be considered as
read and shall not be subject to a point of
order; and (2) the previous question shall be
considered as ordered on such resolution to
adoption without intervening motion or de-
mand for division of the question except one
hour of debate equally divided among and
controlled by Representative Thompson of
Mississippi, Representative Cheney of Wyo-
ming, and an opponent, or their respective
designees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
WELCH). The gentleman from Maryland
is recognized for 1 hour.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania (Mr.
RESCHENTHALER), pending which I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
During consideration of this resolu-
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tion, all time yielded is for the purpose
of debate only.
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days in which to
revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland?

There was no objection.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, on Monday, the Rules
Committee met and reported a rule,
House Resolution 1023. The rule pro-
vides for consideration of the resolu-
tion accompanying House Report 117-
284 under a closed rule if the report is
called up by direction of the Select
Committee to Investigate the January
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol. The rule provides 1 hour of debate
equally divided among and controlled
by Chairman THOMPSON, Vice Chair
CHENEY, and an opponent.

Mr. Speaker, if 90 percent of success
in life is just showing up, then 90 per-
cent of acting in contempt of Congress
is not showing up by failing to respond
to multiple subpoenas you have been
lawfully served. The rest of contempt
is not turning over documents you
have been ordered to produce and act-
ing with open disregard and scorn for
the rule of law, Congress, and rep-
resentatives of the American people.

Neither Dan Scavino nor Peter
Navarro has shown up in response to
repeated congressional subpoenas.
They have blown us off completely.

Neither Mr. Scavino nor Mr. Navarro
has produced a single document or of-
fered 1 minute of testimony in response
to the subpoenas sent by the House of
Representatives.

While more than 800 Americans have
come forward voluntarily or properly
responded to congressional subpoenas,
which are orders under penalty of law,
saying you must show up to testify
under oath and invoke any asserted
privileges in person, Scavino and
Navarro have followed Steve Bannon
and are acting as if they are way too
busy and way too important to bother
with the mere United States House of
Representatives. They think that hav-
ing worked for a former President of
the United States excuses them from
complying with lawful orders.

This is clearly false; this is clearly
wrong; and we must make an emphatic
statement about it today.

Mr. Speaker, I ask America to con-
sider this: If your son or daughter were
subpoenaed to come testify before the
Congress of the United States, would
you advise them to sit home on the
couch and blow it off? I know I
wouldn’t.

Every year, thousands of Americans
are held in criminal contempt for ig-
noring their legal obligations to com-
ply with a lawful subpoena issued by
courts or legislative bodies.

Here in the District of Columbia, you
can be sent to jail for 6 months and
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fined $1,000 for acting in contempt of a
subpoena and not showing up. We have
checked on multiple days and found, on
any given day, 7, 8, 10, or a dozen peo-
ple are being found guilty of contempt
in the courts of the District of Colum-

bia.
That is the exact same criminal of-
fense that Mr. Scavino and Mr.

Navarro committed, and that is the
exact same penalty they are facing for
their misconduct.

Each of these witnesses was given
ample and repeated opportunities to
comply, opportunities that continue to
this day. Yet, they openly and brazenly
flout the authority of the Congress and
mock their own personal duty to com-
ply with the rule of law.

Legal contempt exists for those who
act with open disregard or disobedience
of the law, especially when acting with
scorn for the authority of government.
It exists precisely for cases like this.

Here is what has happened with Mr.
Scavino. In September of last year, the
committee issued its first of three sub-
poenas. We asked him to come testify
before us on October 15, 2021, last year.

When he could not be found to actu-
ally accept service of the first sub-
poena, we issued a second subpoena,
asking him to appear before the com-
mittee on October 28, 2021. He told the
committee that wasn’t enough time for
him; he needed 1 extra week.

We generously gave him a week, and
we set a third deposition date of No-
vember 4, 2021, but he didn’t come on
November 4 either. Instead, he re-
quested another extension.

Bending over backward to accommo-
date this witness, we set a fourth depo-
sition date of November 12, 2021. Still,
that wasn’t enough time for him.

We acted in good faith again, and as-
suming he was acting in good faith, we
set a fifth deposition date of November
19. When that day arrived, did he fi-
nally show up to do his civic duty? No,
he did not. Instead, he waited until the
eve of the deposition and then, for the
first time, challenged the service of the
subpoena.

Out of an abundance of deference and
caution, and to make every effort to
demonstrate the respect for the rule of
law that Scavino was not showing, we
issued yet a third subpoena inviting
him to come testify before us once
again on December 1, 2021.

Finally, with Scavino completely out
of excuses and the committee out of
patience, his final deposition date of
December 1 arrived, and he simply did
not show up.

Six times this committee invited
Scavino to testify, and six times he
stood us up. He stood the American
people up. He refused to testify before
Congress about what he knows about
the most dangerous and sweeping as-
sault on the United States Congress
since the War of 1812, which was by a
foreign power.

But even after he failed to show up in
December, the committee held an open
door for Mr. Scavino to come in and
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testify. But in the more than 6 months
since the committee’s first subpoena
was sent to him, he has never once
come in to speak with us. He has not
given us a single document, Mr. Speak-
er.

It is the same basic story with Mr.
Navarro. On February 9, we issued him
a subpoena to produce documents on
February 23 and to testify on March 2.
There have been repeated evasions and
contortions by the witness since then.

Generous accommodations have been
offered by the committee, all of it lead-
ing to nothing but his open contempt
and mockery for this process and for
the rule of law. He never showed up,
and he never produced a single docu-
ment.

When more than 800 Americans have
voluntarily testified and complied with
the subpoenas rendered by our com-
mittee, the witnesses have nothing but
excuses for their noncompliance, ex-
cuses you would not accept from a
teenage child.

Navarro says he wants us to send him
written interrogatories, and he will an-
swer his questions in writing. Wouldn’t
that be nice? Any witness to a car acci-
dent, a murder, an assault, or an insur-
rection in the land would love not to
have to answer actual questions under
sworn oath, but that is not how our
system works.

The word ‘‘subpoena’ means ‘‘under

the penalty of law.” ‘“Sub’” means
under; ‘‘poena’” means ‘‘penalty of
law.” Under the penalty of law, you

show up and you answer questions in
the United States of America. If you
think you have a legal privilege excus-
ing you from answering questions, you
assert your privileges under oath, at
the time of questioning that you show
up, to specific questions, whether it is
the attorney-client privilege; the Fifth
Amendment privilege against self-in-
crimination, which a number of wit-
nesses have asserted before our com-
mittee, as it is their legal right to do;
the priest-penitent privilege; or the ex-
ecutive privilege.

The Court has been clear. The Su-
preme Court has been clear. If you
think you have one of these privileges,
you show up and you assert it to the
specific questions being asked to you.
But the privilege against self-incrimi-
nation, the executive privilege, the
marital privilege, none of these is a
magic wand that you can wave from
your sofa and not show up under a sub-
poena to a lawful proceeding.

But Navarro continues to mutter the
words ‘‘executive privilege,” as if it is
some kind of magic wand that would
keep him from ever having to testify
about anything, like Harry Potter’s in-
visibility cloak. He even says, repeat-
edly, the executive privilege is not
mine to waive, which is high comedy,
Mr. Speaker, because it is not his to
waive, which means, by definition, it is
not his to invoke in the first place.

We know it is not his to invoke. The
Supreme Court has been clear about
this, too. The executive privilege be-
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longs to the President of the United
States of America, the actual Presi-
dent. President Biden has specifically
decided not to invoke executive privi-
lege in Navarro’s case or in Scavino’s
case.

Yet, Navarro says the executive
privilege here belongs to ex-President
Donald Trump, which is not only ex-
tremely dubious but totally irrelevant.

It is dubious because the Supreme
Court just rejected a claim by Donald
Trump himself, in Trump v. Thompson,
that his materials were protected from
disclosure to the January 6th Select
Committee in Congress by executive
privilege.

Even if Trump were still the Presi-
dent, the Court essentially said there is
an overwhelming public interest in
these materials that dwarfs whatever
dubious interest in executive secrecy
may linger. So the claim would fail,
even if President Joe Biden were him-
self here to assert it on behalf of
Navarro and Scavino.

But Navarro’s attempt to stand
above the law by mentioning Donald
Trump’s name is also completely irrel-
evant. Why? Everyone, bplease take
note of this: Because Donald Trump
has never even asserted the executive
privilege to cover Peter Navarro, not
once. We have received no communica-
tion from Donald Trump, either di-
rectly or indirectly from Navarro,
showing that Trump is trying to exer-
cise an executive privilege claim,
which is doomed to failure anyway
under the logic of the decision just ren-
dered by the Supreme Court.

Mr. Speaker, so what do we have?
Two guys in the District of Columbia
blowing off a congressional investiga-
tion and subpoenas into a deadly insur-
rection, which caused multiple deaths;
inflicted brutal, savage injuries on 150
of our officers, who ended up with bro-
ken jaws, necks, vertebrae, noses, trau-
matic brain injuries, post-traumatic
stress syndrome; and interrupted Con-
gress from executing its constitutional
duties of counting electoral college
votes for the very first time in Amer-
ican history—oh, yes. And it nearly
succeeded in overthrowing the 2020
Presidential election and toppling the
peaceful transfer of power, perhaps for
all time, as United States District
Court Judge Carter wrote in a blis-
tering opinion last week, rejecting this
exact same and equally ridiculous
claim of John Eastman, who helped
cook up the absurd legal camouflage
for this attempted coup in the first
place against the American constitu-
tional system of government.

The gentlewoman, I think, said some-
thing about the Russian hoax or Rus-
sian collusion. I accept the heckling,
Mr. Speaker. That is all right because
if she wants to continue to stand with
Vladimir Putin and his brutal, bloody
invasion against the people of Ukraine,
she is free to do so.

We understand there is a strong
Trump-Putin axis in the gentle-
woman’s party. If she wants to con-
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tinue to stand with Vladimir Putin and
Donald Trump, that is her prerogative,
but please do it on her own time forth-
with.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

O 1330

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank the gentleman from Mary-
land for yielding me the customary 30
minutes, and I yield myself such time
as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the rule before us today
provides for consideration of a resolu-
tion holding Peter Navarro and Daniel
Scavino in contempt of Congress.

From the very beginning, the select
committee has been nothing more than
a partisan tool used by House Demo-
crats to attack their political oppo-
nents. Time and time again, they have
run roughshod over our Constitution
and they have run roughshod over the
very rules of this institution. And to
what end? To advance their own polit-
ical agenda.

We need look no further than the res-
olution establishing the committee to
see their complete disregard for this
Chamber. House Resolution 503 states
the Speaker shall appoint 13 members,
five of whom shall be appointed after
consultation with minority leaders.
Neither of those ‘‘shall’”’ clauses have
been met.

While this may seem insignificant to
my colleagues across the aisle, it is
certainly of consequence to the courts.
Let’s talk about some case law.

Yellin v. United States. There the
Court reversed the conviction of con-
tempt of Congress because a congres-
sional committee failed to adhere to
its own rules. The Court explained,
“The committee prepared the ground-
work for prosecution in Yellin’s case
meticulously.” Yet, ““It is not too ex-
acting to require that the committee
be equally meticulous in obeying its
own rules.” I suggest to my Demo-
cratic colleagues, heed those words.

As a former Navy JAG, I am deeply
troubled by the committee’s treatment
of Mr. Scavino, including clear due
process violations. The select com-
mittee repeatedly demanded almost
immediate responses from Mr. Scavino,
while waiting for weeks—weeks—to
provide responses to his correspond-
ence.

Further, the select committee has
shown complete disregard for Mr.
Scavino’s legal duty, his legal duty to
invoke the executive privilege, which
he was instructed to do by President
Trump. There is no legal authority
that the incumbent President is the
final arbiter as to whether executive
privilege may be asserted for congres-
sional testimony of close aides to a
former President.

The Presidential Records Act applies
only to Presidential records within
control of the National Archives. That
is it. It is a very narrow statute. That
act does not control whether testimony
can be given.



H4218

Let’s talk about some more case law.
United States v. Nixon. The Supreme
Court held in that case, ‘“‘Communica-
tions between a President and his clos-
est aides are entitled to a presumption
of privilege of confidentiality which
can be overcome only by a particular-
ized showing of a need in a criminal
case.” I want to emphasize criminal
case. This is not a criminal case.

Finally, the select committee ini-
tially provided Mr. Scavino with 15
topics which they wanted to discuss.
That list later grew to 33. The select
committee then went so far as to place
the onus on Mr. Scavino, saying that it
is his responsibility to ‘‘identify the
specific topics outside the scope of his
asserted privilege.”’

As I am sure my friend across the
aisle knows, and any lawyer on the
other side of the aisle knows, the bur-
den is not on the subject of the deposi-
tion to identify the topics on which
they can be questioned. The Supreme
Court found—and here is some more
case law—in Watkins v. United States,
the Supreme Court found in that case,
‘“ ... a person compelled to testify is
entitled to have knowledge of the sub-
ject to which the interrogation is
deemed pertinent. . . . ¢

If the select committee wanted to
conduct a legitimate investigation,
they would not be rushing to hold Mr.
Scavino in contempt after imposing
unreasonable and unattainable
timelines, ignoring legitimate asser-
tions of a privilege, and then refusing
legitimate accommodations.

It is clear the resolution before us
today is not about a witness’ refusal to
testify or refusing to comply with a
congressional subpoena. This is all
about Democrats’ need to further their
partisan agenda.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘no” on
the previous question and vote ‘‘no’’ on
the rule. Madam Speaker, I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Madam Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

This is not a partisan investigation.
We were created under House Resolu-
tion 503 after, I am afraid, the gen-
tleman and his colleagues voted to
thwart a totally bipartisan, inde-
pendent outside commission made up
of five Democrats and five Republicans
with equal subpoena power simply be-
cause Donald Trump exercised his veto
within the Republican Party; the same
Donald Trump who calls the madman,
mass murderer, Vladimir Putin, a ge-
nius, but we know we have some people
echoing all of Trump’s complicity with
Vladimir Putin from the Georgia dele-
gation back there.

This is a bipartisan committee. It is
the only committee I am aware of that
has a Democratic chair in a Demo-
cratic-controlled House of Representa-
tives and a Republican vice chair, Ms.
CHENEY, who was the head of the GOP
Conference. She was the head of the
House Republican Conference, now the
vice chair of this committee, and they
call it a partisan exercise.
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The second point I need to make is
that executive privilege must be as-
serted by the President. This one isn’t
even asserted by the former President.
It is just somebody going in and say-
ing, “I have got an executive privi-
lege.”

Is that really the precedent that my
colleagues want to set, Madam Speak-
er? I mean, that is pretty astonishing if
that is the position that they are tak-
ing.

Madam Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to
the gentlewoman from Pennsylvania
(Ms. SCANLON), my very distinguished
colleague.

Ms. SCANLON. Madam Speaker, it
has been said before, but ours is a
country of laws, not men, and in our
democratic Republic, the voters choose
who leads, not a dictator, and not a
monarch.

But in the wake of the 2020 election,
a small group of people decided to re-
ject the rule of law and the will of the
voters. They rejected the unanimous
conclusion of the courts, the Depart-
ment of Justice, Homeland Security,
and law enforcement and election offi-
cials across the country. They tried to
pervert the law and throw away the
free choice of the people. On January 6,
their plan almost worked.

As the select committee investigates
what happened that day, and how it
can be prevented from ever happening
again, over 800 witnesses have come in
to share what they know because that
is what should happen in a country
ruled by law.

Only a handful of people, all of them
in the former President’s inner circle,
have refused to obey the subpoenas.
Their baseless claims that they are im-
mune have been rejected by the actual
President, by Congress, and by the
courts. These entitled few have refused
to honor Congress’ subpoenas, just like
they rejected the results of the elec-
tion, because they believe they are
above the law. They are not.

That is why it is so important that
we pass this rule and the underlying
bill and hold those in defiance of these
subpoenas in contempt, because their
conduct is not just unlawful and unpa-
triotic, it is contemptible.

Our Constitution, not any person, is
what makes our country great. Nobody
is above the law, and certainly nobody
is above the Constitution.

Madam Speaker, I strongly support
the rule and its underlying legislation,
and I urge all my colleagues who truly

love the country more than
performative antics to do the same.
Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I
may consume.

My good friend from Maryland was
talking about some case law. I will
talk case law all day. Here are three
real fast:

Quinn v. United States. The Supreme
Court said that Congress cannot issue a
subpoena for law enforcement purpose.

Watkins v. United States. Congress
has no authority to issue a subpoena to
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compel exposure for the sake of expo-
sure.

McGrain v. Daugherty. Congress may
not issue a subpoena in an attempt to
try someone before a committee for
any crime of wrongdoing.

I have ample case law up here that
will show, at the very best, for my
friends across the aisle that case law is
unsettled, but it is very likely on the
side of Mr. Scavino and Mr. Navarro.

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico (Ms.
HERRELL) for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request.

Ms. HERRELL. Madam Speaker, I
rise to ask unanimous consent to call
up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect
all Americans from Biden’s border cri-
sis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
JACKSON LEE). The Chair would advise
that all time has been yielded for the
purpose of debate.

Does the gentleman from Maryland
yield for purposes of this unanimous
consent?

Mr. RASKIN. No, I don’t yield for
that purpose, which is an extraneous
and irrelevant distraction from the res-
olution. All time yielded is for the pur-
poses of debate only.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Maryland does not yield;
therefore, the unanimous consent re-
quest cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. BosT) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. BOST. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. RUTHERFORD) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. RUTHERFORD. Madam Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to call up
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
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the great State of Texas (Mr. JACKSON)
for the purpose of a unanimous consent
request.

Mr. JACKSON. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. LATURNER) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. LATURNER. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Oklahoma (Mr. COLE), the Rules Com-
mittee ranking member, for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. COLE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Idaho (Mr. FULCHER) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. FULCHER. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Indiana (Mr. BAIRD) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. BAIRD. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Iowa (Mrs. HINSON) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mrs. HINSON. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.
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Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BURGESS), a Rules Com-
mittee member, for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. BURGESS. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Illinois (Mrs. MILLER) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mrs. MILLER of Illinois. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. BIigGs) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. BIGGS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.
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Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Illinois (Mr. LAHoOD) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. LAHOOD. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. WALBERG) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. WALBERG. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. PFLUGER) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. PFLUGER. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
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from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. MOORE) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. MOORE of Alabama. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. WENSTRUP) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. WENSTRUP. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. MANN) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. MANN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. KUSTOFF) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. KUSTOFF. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
South Carolina (Mr. NORMAN) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. NORMAN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. GROTHMAN) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GROTHMAN. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Georgia (Mrs. GREENE) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mrs. GREENE of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLER) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. KELLER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Utah (Mr. CURTIS) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. CURTIS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. CARL) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. CARL. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Alabama (Mr. ADERHOLT) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. ADERHOLT. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Texas (Ms. VAN DUYNE) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Ms. VAN DUYNE. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
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471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Washington (Mr. NEWHOUSE) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from the Biden border cri-
sis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. BALDERSON) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. BALDERSON. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. ALLEN) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from the Biden border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Minnesota (Mr. STAUBER) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. STAUBER. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. FERGUSON) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. FERGUSON. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.
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Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mrs. CAMMACK. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. CLYDE) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. CLYDE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Arizona (Mrs. LESKO) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mrs. LESKO. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from South Carolina (Ms. MACE) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Ms. MACE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. GIMENEZ) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GIMENEZ. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
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Alabama (Mr. PALMER) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. PALMER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Nebraska (Mr. SMITH) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. SMITH of Nebraska. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. CLINE) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. HICE) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. HICE of Georgia. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to call up
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GOSAR. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Virginia (Mr. GooD) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to call up
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
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California (Mr. GARCIA) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GARCIA of California. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Louisiana (Mr. SCALISE), the Repub-
lican whip, for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request.

Mr. SCALISE. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to bring up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, so that we can
protect all Americans from President
Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. JACOBS) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. JACOBS of New York. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from California (Mrs. STEEL) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mrs. STEEL. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Oklahoma (Mrs. BICE) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mrs. BICE of Oklahoma. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.
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Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Missouri (Mrs. HARTZLER) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mrs. HARTZLER. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
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471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Arkansas (Mr. HILL) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.

Mr. HILL. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WEBER) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. WEBER of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to call up
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania (Mr. MEUSER) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. MEUSER. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Mississippi (Mr. PALAZZzO) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. PALAZZO. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. BABIN) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. BABIN. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
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the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. NEHLS) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. NEHLS. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
New York (Mr. GARBARINO) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. GARBARINO. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) for the purpose
of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. Madam
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to
protect all Americans from Biden’s
border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from New York (Ms. MALLIOTAKIS) for
the purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Ms. MALLIOTAKIS. Madam Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent to call up
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Ms. SALAZAR) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Ms. SALAZAR. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Florida (Mr. PosSEY) for the purpose of
a unanimous consent request.
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Mr. POSEY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Ohio (Mr. LATTA) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. LATTA. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. BIsHOP) for the
purpose of a unanimous consent re-
quest.

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, I request unanimous
consent to call up H.R. 471, the PAUSE
Act, to protect all Americans from
Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Tennessee (Mr. BURCHETT) for the pur-
pose of a unanimous consent request.

Mr. BURCHETT. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. Roy) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. ROY. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Kansas (Mr. ESTES) for the purpose of a
unanimous consent request.

Mr. ESTES. Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to call up H.R. 471,
the PAUSE Act, to protect all Ameri-
cans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
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California (Mr. MCCARTHY), the Repub-
lican leader, for the purpose of a unani-
mous consent request.

Mr. MCCARTHY. Madam Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to call up H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act, to protect all
Americans from Biden’s border crisis.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair understands that the gentleman
from Maryland has not yielded for that
purpose; therefore, the unanimous con-
sent request cannot be entertained.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Madam
Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. MCCAR-
THY), the Republican leader.

Mr. McCARTHY. Madam Speaker,
two wrongs don’t make a right.

Let me be clear: the riot on January
6 was wrong. Any violence on that day
should be punished, as I have said be-
fore.

But make no mistake: the Demo-
crats’ response is also wrong.

For 15 months, Democrats have used
January 6 as a blank check to trample
on civil rights and congressional
norms.

They broke every rule, violated every
norm, bullied every skeptic simply to
hold on to power.

Let’s be honest: this is a political
show trial.

The committee has sent hundreds of
subpoenas to private citizens for phone
records, bank records, and private com-
munications.

To those who invoked their right to
due process, Chairman THOMPSON re-
plied, ¢ . .. you are part and parcel
guilty to what occurred.”

What a disgusting betrayal of the
Constitution and the Bill of Rights.

But think for a second about what
Chairman THOMPSON is saying. If you
question his authority, if you disobey
his demands, then you are a criminal
and you should be punished.

Congresswoman LURIA, who is also on
the select committee agrees. Last
week, she criticized Attorney General
Garland for not putting her political
opponents in jail fast enough. She told
Garland, *“ . .. do your job so we can
do ours.”

I am sure some Members got real ex-
cited by that.

Democrats are using the power of the
Federal Government to jail their polit-
ical opponents and threatening the At-
torney General for not doing it fast
enough.

In their twisted view, this agreement
is immoral. Dissent is a crime. And
they are to be obeyed without ques-
tion.

Today’s resolution
criminalizing dissent.

I can pause, Mr. Speaker, if he needs
to listen more.

Mr. RASKIN. I am sorry?

Mr. MCCARTHY. I was going to tell
Mr. Speaker if the House is not in
order, and you need to listen to staff, I
can pause.

Mr. RASKIN. Are you yielding?

Mr. McCCARTHY. No. I said to Mr.
Speaker, the House is not in order.

is also about
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There was no yielding. Your staff is
continuing to communicate.

I think if I am speaking, the House
should be in order. I don’t know if that
is a criminal offense, too.

Mr. RASKIN. You have not been
heckled by any of our Members, while
I was heckled by——

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, I have
the time. You have the gavel.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
COURTNEY). The gentleman from Cali-
fornia is recognized.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the
House is not in order. He has not been
recognized.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House will be in order. The gentleman
from California is recognized.

Mr. MCCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, for the
House to be in order, should people be
in their seats, or should people be talk-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman may proceed.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, the
House is not in order. People are stand-
ing and talking.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
House will be in order. The gentleman
from California is recognized.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Speaker, to-
day’s resolution is about criminalizing
dissent.

Democrats are threatening to throw
in jail a good man who has done noth-
ing but attempt to follow the law sim-
ply because he is President Trump’s
closest aid.

Mr. Scavino does not deserve that.

He tried to cooperate with the select
committee’s requests. He sent timely
letters to the committee to clarify the
vague scope of the requested testi-
mony.

He even offered to answer the com-
mittee’s questions in writing, which
the committee’s rules allow for, so he
could balance cooperation with fair
concerns about executive privilege.

But the committee rejected every
compromise. It is their way or no way.

It took them 2 months to reply to
Mr. Scavino’s letter, then another 6
weeks. Then they rushed to hold him in
contempt.

They also demanded the right to ask
any question they wanted, including on
topics that have nothing to do with
protecting the Capitol, like the 25th
Amendment.

Even if you agree that the select
committee has a legislative purpose,
the fact is that purpose is not unlim-
ited.

The committee must identify a spe-
cific nexus between its legislative pur-
pose and the information it wants. But
it never identified the nexus for the in-
formation it was seeking from Mr.
Scavino.

And I bet it won’t identify that nexus
today either. Why? Because the nexus
does not exist.

Without it, their subpoena is invalid.

Congressional oversight is supposed
to inform the legislative process and
must have a valid legislative purpose.
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It is not there so the swamp can bully
its political enemies.

Let’s be honest. Mr. Scavino never
acted like he was above the law, and
anyone who says otherwise is wrong. If
anyone has acted like they are above
the law, it is the Select Committee.

Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, two
wrongs don’t make a right.

The riot on January 6 was wrong, but
Democrats’ reaction to trample Amer-
ican civil liberties is also wrong.

Do we really want to live in a coun-
try where politicians can seize your
phone records, compel your testimony,
and ignore your rights because they
disagree with your politics?

Most Americans don’t want to live in
a country like that.

That happens in Russia, in Com-
munist China, in North Xorea. It
should never happen in America.

But, Mr. Speaker, under one-party
rule, it is. But to all Americans, when
we take back the House, it will stop.
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Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

More than 800 Americans have come
to testify before our committee, the
minority leader should be notified be-
fore he leaves the Chamber. Four of
them have categorically refused and
blown off the subpoenas of the U.S.
House of Representatives.

The minority leader attacks our
committee as partisan and political, as
some of his colleagues do. Well, we are
a bipartisan committee with a Demo-
cratic chair and Republican vice chair.

But today, the minority leader gave
the game away as he boiled over with
rage toward our committee. He gave
the game away. He is very upset that
the former chair of the House Repub-
lican Conference has been telling the
truth about Donald Trump’s big lie, his
incitement of violent insurrection, and
the attack on American constitutional
democracy.

And that is why he is in the very em-
barrassing position of having sup-
ported, offered, and pressed for an inde-
pendent, 9/11-style commission about
the January 6 attack. And as the mi-
nority leader, he asked for five Repub-
licans and five Democrats. He asked for
equal subpoena power on both sides,
equal staff on both sides.

And Chairman THOMPSON, who now
chairs the January 6th Select Com-
mittee and chairs the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, he agreed to it. A lot
of Democrats were upset about that.
They said, we are in the majority. Why
should we agree to have everything 50/
50, right down the middle? But he
agreed, and the Democrats agreed, be-
cause that is what the Republicans of-
fered.

Great. We were going to have a 9/11-
style independent commission.

And then you know what happened?
You know who vetoed it? The fourth
branch of government, Donald Trump,
who some of their Members slavishly
report to like sycophants.
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And Donald Trump said he didn’t
want any investigation into the attack
on this body, the Congress of the
United States. He didn’t want any in-
vestigation at all.

And you know what the minority
leader did? He walked it back. They
pulled the plug on the independent
commission, and that is why we ended
up with the January 6th Select Com-
mittee in the House of Representatives,
which the Speaker has made sure is bi-
partisan and has operated, in my expe-
rience, Mr. Speaker, as the most bipar-
tisan committee I have ever been on.

Why? Because we don’t spend an hour
at the beginning of each meeting with
a bunch of empty partisan gimmicks
and stunts; the kind we just saw, wast-
ing the taxpayers’ money and time; 20
minutes of that nonsense going no-
where; at the same time that there is
an actual hearing taking place in Can-
non 310, right now, by the Committee
on Homeland Security, on the question
of the border.

But instead of attending the hearing,
I counted at least five or six different
Members who were in that conga line.
I will be interested to know whether
they are even going to go to the hear-
ing afterwards. Instead, they come and
participate in that empty, absurd rit-
ual, wasting the time of this body.

But the minority leader comes here
and, amazingly, attacks our com-
mittee, when he sabotaged his own
idea. But this committee is closing in
on the truth, and that is why we get all
these circus antics and all the at-
tempts to distract the American peo-
ple.

Mr. Speaker, if I had been dealt the
hand that my friend from Pennsylvania
has been dealt today, as a lawyer, as a
Member of Congress, I suppose I would
have done everything in my power to
distract the House of Representatives
also from the business at hand.

We have two people who are fla-
grantly, brazenly defying the authority
of the House of Representatives of the
United States in order to avoid coming
here to tell the truth. They are acting
in contempt of Congress, and we must
hold them in contempt of Congress be-
cause of that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

To my colleague from Maryland, I
will argue this case any day of the
week, and I think that, ultimately,
this will be resolved by the courts. I
have got stacks, like I said, of case law
to support my argument.

But to call what you just saw absurd,
or a waste of time, I don’t think the
American people think it is absurd to
care about the crisis at our southern
border; the amount of illegal immi-
grants coming across the border; the
amount of fentanyl that is coming
across the border that is literally kill-
ing people in the interior.

Let’s look at some numbers on this.
Just last week, the CBP confirmed
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more than 300,000 illegal immigrants
evaded Border Patrol, just in the last 6
months alone.

Alarmingly, Border Patrol warned
that the Biden border crisis is already
worsening in anticipation of the ad-
ministration’s rollback of title 42.

You just heard 68 Republicans, plus
the Republican leader, request to con-
sider legislation that will provide for
stringent enforcement of title 42, which
allows illegal immigrants to be quickly
expelled from the United States.

But clearly, House Democrats aren’t
concerned about the biggest migration
crisis our Nation has ever faced. So
let’s try this another way.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will personally offer an amendment to
the rule to immediately consider H.R.
471, the PAUSE Act of 2021.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment into the RECORD, along with any
extraneous material, immediately
prior to the vote for the previous ques-
tion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, here to explain the amendment is
the bill’s author. I yield 3 minutes to
the gentlewoman from New Mexico
(Ms. HERRELL), my good friend.

Ms. HERRELL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to
oppose the previous question so that
we can immediately consider my bill,
H.R. 471, the PAUSE Act, which pre-
vents the introduction of new COVID
cases, as well as other infectious dis-
eases, from our land and sea borders
with Canada and Mexico.

This was the very first bill I intro-
duced when I came to Congress, and re-
cent events have proved it to be the
most important ever.

Just this week, The New York Times
warned readers to prepare for a new
wave of COVID. We also can prepare for
a new wave of migrants, about 18,000 a
day, when they take title 42 away.

The Biden administration has con-
sistently advocated mandates, mask-
ing, lockdowns, and other extreme
measures on our American citizens.
Yet, they ignore the single biggest dan-
ger for the new wave of COVID to rav-
age America: unvetted, untested illegal
aliens who are allowed to flood our
southern border, unhindered.

The Biden border crisis has exploded
after 1 year under this President. His
administration demonizes the men and
women of Border Patrol and ICE, re-
fuses to enforce immigration law or en-
hance border security, and allows hun-
dreds of thousands of illegal immi-
grants to disappear into the mainland
without vetting.

There were 165,000 encounters at our
southern border in February, and we
are on track to hit 2 million in fiscal
year 2022.

Despite this clear and present danger
to the people of the United States and
the integrity of our borders, the Biden
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administration still seeks to throw
away the few tools available to fix the
situation, like remain in Mexico and
title 42.

Title 42 has been an effective con-
tainment and mitigation strategy, re-
sulting in the reduced introduction of
COVID-19 into the U.S. from outside
our borders, by making it easier to
turn away illegal aliens traveling from
or through countries with continuing
COVID cases.

My PAUSE Act would keep title 42 in
place until: All State and Federal man-
dates, requirements, and limitations
related to COVID end; all public health
emergencies for COVID are over; and
the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention reduces the traveler health
risk level for Canada and Mexico to
level 1, which they are currently level
3.

Eliminating title 42 at this point is
reckless and harmful to our national
security and our communities. It will
lead to more illegal immigration, more
drugs, and more hardship on everyday
Americans.

I urge my colleagues to support the
PAUSE Act, preserve title 42, and
stand up to protect both the health and
borders of the American people.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I wanted to go back to something
else that the minority leader said in
echo of the minority floor leader’s
points.

They cling to the suggestion that
there is no valid legislative purpose
being conducted by the January 6th Se-
lect Committee; and they also say it is
unlawfully composed.

Well, that has been rejected by sev-
eral courts. In fact, all of the argu-
ments that they are making have been
rejected by the courts. I don’t think
they have won a single case in court
yet.

But check out Budowich v. Pelosi
with Judge Boasberg, or Eastman v.
Thompson, where these courts said, not
only is there a valid legislative pur-
pose, but this is the quintessential leg-
islative purpose; that is, guaranteeing
the preservation of democratic self-
government. If it is not a valid legisla-
tive purpose to investigate violent at-
tacks, insurrections, and attempted
coups against the government of the
United States, then what is a valid pur-
pose? The courts have said, the courts
have got that right. They have written
opinions.

I guess we are going to have to send
a copy to the minority leader because
he is apparently oblivious to it.

But even without the courts slapping
down everything they are saying over
there, just think about it. Would they
really want to say that if there are vio-
lent attacks taking place against the
Capitol we can’t investigate it?

The Eastman decision also rejected
the claim that we are somehow unlaw-
fully composed.

I have got to say something on behalf
of Representative L1z CHENEY, who I
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probably disagree with on 90 percent of
the issues we vote on here. But she was
just maligned and castigated by the
minority leader in an utterly unfair
way.

She has operated with nothing but
patriotism for this country and con-
stitutional patriotism for the rule of
law and the processes that define us.
And they can overthrow her as the
head of their caucus because she
doesn’t bow down on the altar of Don-
ald Trump and Vladimir Putin the way
that the gentlewoman from Georgia
was heckling me does. And they can at-
tack her because she thinks for herself
and doesn’t act like a cult member.

But we won’t do that, even though we
disagree with her on a lot of issues, but
she is a constitutional patriot, and I
feel she is owed an apology.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

Ben Shapiro says the ‘‘facts don’t
care about your feelings,” and they
don’t. And I will say this: The case law
doesn’t care about what your political
position is.

So if you want to talk about more
case law, how about Trump v. Thomp-
son, 2022, Justice Kavanaugh ruled: “A
former President must be able to suc-
cessfully invoke the Presidential com-
munications privilege for communica-
tions that occurred during his Presi-
dency, even if the current President
does not support the privilege claim.”’

I have got more and more case law
that I could produce. But let’s just go
back to the fact that this select com-
mittee is a partisan political hit job. If
this really had a legitimate legislative
function, then let me ask you this:
Where are the subpoenas for the former
House Sergeant at Arms and the
former head of the D.C. National
Guard? We haven’t seen those sub-
poenas.

What about questions and subpoenas
that are designed to elicit information
about why this Capitol was left unpre-
pared and how to prevent it from hap-
pening again? That would be a legiti-
mate legislative function.

What we are seeing is this committee
masquerading as if it is some kind of
grand jury, which is wholly inappro-
priate and a violation of the separation
of powers.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from the great State of
Texas (Mr. ROY), to talk more about
this.

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my
friend from Pennsylvania for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to
the previous question. The gentleman
from Maryland, my friend, raised some
issues about saying that we are wast-
ing time when we have stunts, he
called them, I think, or I am para-
phrasing.

So here I am, and I am going to be
talking about an important issue
which, I assume, might be labeled as a



April 6, 2022

stunt, to say that I oppose the previous
question because there is something for
me that is so critical and so existential
to the people I represent in the State of
Texas and to the people across this
country, which is the decision by the
CDC, in conjunction with the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Secretary,
and the President of the United States,
to end title 42 enforcement on the bor-
der of the United States.

Now, our mutual colleague and friend
who was in the chair, and the Speaker
from Texas, Ms. JACKSON LEE, who is
on the Judiciary Committee, raised the
issue about the imminent harm that
may befall us because of the continued
and new strains of COVID in April.

Well, if that is true, why would the
CDC say that we should stop enforce-
ment of title 42 at our border?

We have 8,000 people a day coming
across the border of the United States
and being apprehended; 8,000. Half of
those are being turned away under title
42. The estimates by Border Patrol ex-
perts are that those numbers will swell
to over 10,000, maybe as high as 15 to
18,000, when you get to the summer
months.

And when that happens, and you stop
enforcing title 42, then all of those in-
dividuals will be released into the
United States.
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That is a major problem because it is
not just the numbers themselves; it is
the consequences. When Border Patrol
is processing individuals because of the
failed policies of the administration, it
means that you have, as we saw last
year, half a million people who were
known got-aways because Border Pa-
trol is now at the locations to process
individuals.

Then you have known got-aways,
which means you have massive num-
bers of people coming here with crimi-
nal records from places all over the
world, 150 to 160 countries, including
dangerous individuals from known ter-
rorist states.

The point here is that we have legis-
lation for this body, the people’s
House, to require title 42 to be en-
forced. YVETTE HERRELL, my colleague
from New Mexico, introduced that last
February. I filed a discharge petition
for that bill last April because, for the
people watching at home, the Speaker
of the House controls the floor, and my
Democratic colleagues control the
floor. The only way we have power to
change that is through a discharge pe-
tition. We have 211 signatures. We have
all Republicans, I think save maybe
one, who have signed the discharge pe-
tition.

We are asking our Democratic col-
leagues to join us in defense of the
United States to call up this discharge
petition so we can have a debate on
title 42 and securing the border of the
United States, which is what that
conga line was all about: trying to pro-
tect our country.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.
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Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman
goes, I want to tell the gentleman from
Texas that I would never accuse him of
performing a stunt. I was referring to
the people who should have been in the
Homeland Security Committee hearing
actually dealing with the issue they
profess to be talking about here on the
floor under completely different aus-
pices.

Let me go back to the questions of-
fered by my distinguished friend from
Pennsylvania who said, well, if they
really did have a valid legislative pur-
pose, as all these courts are saying,
then they would be talking to the
former Sergeant at Arms—well, we
have—and we would be talking to the
National Guard—we have.

Somebody is going to have to dust off
the talking points over on that side be-
cause we have heard from more than
800 people who were involved.

This has nothing to do with any kind
of ideological witch hunt; this has to
do with an assault on American demo-
cratic institutions.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 3% minutes to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK).

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I am
here today to rise in support of order-
ing the previous question on Congress-
woman HERRELL’s bill, the SHIELD
Act, that would stop the Biden admin-
istration from ending title 42, the very
necessary public health order used by
CBP officials at the southwest border.

Since President Biden took office in
January of last year, Customs and Bor-
der Protection have encountered over 2
million illegal immigrants at the
southern border. This number is more
than at any other time during the
Trump administration and still con-
tinues to astonish those of us who have
actually visited the border to see what
is happening there.

Unlike the trafficker in chief, who
would rather retreat to his beach house
in Delaware than face the American
people, or the so-called border czar,
who visited El1 Paso once and figured
that that was good enough, I myself
have been to the border three times to
see this crisis for myself. In fact, over
70 percent of my Republican colleagues
have been to see the tragic crisis un-
folding there.

As a member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, I have followed this
issue from the very beginning and have
feared the very day when title 42 would
be rescinded for political purposes.

Speaking of political purposes, I find
it exceptionally hypocritical that this
very Chamber is still utilizing proxy
voting under the guise of a public
health concern. In fact, on March 29,
the Speaker extended proxy voting
through May 14 of this year because of
‘‘the ongoing public health crisis.”

It is curious that the Speaker doesn’t
seem to think that our own border
being overrun by 2 million undocu-
mented people has no bearing on the
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safety of the general American public,
but a Congress of 435 Members with an
80 percent vaccination rate seems to
qualify for an ‘‘ongoing public health
crisis.” That, to me, screams hypoc-
risy.

Furthermore, there are Members of
this Chamber who have been voting
“present’ via proxy. The hypocrisy and
the irony are not lost on me nor the
American people, Mr. Speaker.

Additionally, every single one of my
colleagues who decided to show up here
today had to wear a mask to get on a
plane. That mandate is still in place
due to the ongoing public health crisis.

Mr. Speaker, we have two very clear
instances here in this Chamber where
the ‘‘ongoing public health crisis” is
used as a justification for policy deci-
sions. Why not the safety, then, for all
Americans and our communities across
this country by securing the border?
Why not uphold and keep title 42 in
place?

If you have ever spoken to a CBP of-
ficer or a Border Patrol agent, they
will tell you that title 42 is necessary,
that ending it will send even more peo-
ple to the southern border. It is a mag-
net.

Ending it will prolong the crisis. It
will grow the crisis. It will once and for
all put an end to national security as
we know it.

Take it from the wife of a first re-
sponder who deals with this crisis
every single day. I have had dozens of
Border Patrol agents text and call me
the last few days, begging for help to
hold the line on title 42. They have
said: Please, Congress, hold the line on
title 42. It must be protected because it
is the only policy in place currently
that, in the slightest, will slow this
surge that we have watched grow be-
fore our eyes.

If you stand with our Border Patrol
agents, if you stand with the American
people, if you give a damn about our
communities, then you will support the
SHIELD Act.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve
the balance of my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from New York (Mr. KATKO), the rank-
ing member of the Homeland Security
Committee.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in opposition to the previous
question and in support of H.R. 471, the
Protecting Americans from Unneces-
sary Spread upon Entry from COVID-19
Act, the PAUSE Act.

This week, I joined Leader MCCARTHY
and several of my colleagues at a meet-
ing with the National Border Patrol
Council, representatives of 18,000 mem-
bers of the Border Patrol, to discuss
the crisis at the southern border.

Just as we predicted, the number of
daily border encounters has been
trending dramatically upward since
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President Biden took office in 2021. The
administration has created an unten-
able situation from which it may take
several years, at a minimum, to re-
cover.

The irresponsible decision to roll
back Title 42, the Public Health and
Welfare authority; the halting of bor-
der wall construction; the lack of sup-
port for frontline law enforcement per-
sonnel; the undermining of the Migrant
Protection Protocols; and the total ab-
sence of a long-term border security
plan of any sort have only made mat-
ters worse.

The U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion is now seeing over 7,000 encounters
daily, and the Department of Homeland
Security is said to be bracing for a sig-
nificant mass influx of nearly 18,000 mi-
grants daily when title 42 ends. That is
absolutely an untenable situation.

As the U.S. finally gets a handle on
managing the spread of new variants
and moves steadily toward a post-pan-
demic recovery, now is not the time to
end the use of title 42 and jeopardize all
that progress, especially as numerous
countries continue to struggle with the
rapid spread of COVID-19 and strength-
ening variants.

The very purpose of title 42 is to pre-
vent the introduction of dangerous
communicable diseases into American
communities. We should be doubling
down on protecting our communities
and economy from these threats, not
weakening them.

Our border security and immigration
system cannot handle any more pull
factors, as the Biden administration
has proven unwilling to secure our
southern border. As we are witnessing,
the administration continues to strip
every tool for managing the border cri-
sis away from frontline law enforce-
ment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 30 seconds to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker,
transnational criminal organizations
and drug cartels are taking full advan-
tage by highlighting the weak border
security posture of the administration
while profiting from this crisis. The ad-
ministration continues to roll back
commonsense border security meas-
ures, thereby feeding into a false nar-
rative for would-be migrants and en-
couraging them to come to the United
States to seek asylum.

Many migrants who make this dan-
gerous journey to the United States
will not be eligible under the Federal
law for asylum, forcing them to seek
other ways to enter the United States.

We know for a fact that cartels con-
trol who crosses the U.S.-Mexico bor-
der. They charge migrants exorbitant
fees knowing that some will never be
able to repay, leading many of the mi-
grants with only one option: to work
off their fees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
time of the gentleman has again ex-
pired.

The
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Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 30 seconds to
the gentleman from New York.

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, this work
often leads them into a trafficking sit-
uation here in the United States.

Drugs, such as fentanyl, meth-
amphetamine, and other fentanyl-laced
drugs, are pouring across the southern
border and destroying our communities
and ending the lives of thousands of
Americans every year. This year alone,
for the first time, more than 100,000
Americans died of drug overdoses. That
is directly related to the border. It has
to stop.

I appreciate the focus of my col-
leagues on this critical homeland secu-
rity issue, especially my colleague
from New Mexico, who knows firsthand
the impact the border crisis is having
on our communities.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman
leaves, I want to say a word about the
distinguished gentleman from New
York. We are all blessed to have Mr.
KATKO as a colleague. He is a brilliant
lawyer and a man of exceptional char-
acter and honor.

He was the one who had been tasked
by the minority leader to negotiate
with the majority about creating an
independent commission to investigate
the assault on American democracy
that took place on January 6. He was
given very specific instructions, and he
came back a winner. He had gotten an
agreement for five Republicans and
five Democrats, equal subpoena power
right down the middle.

Alas for his caucus, alas for this Con-
gress, alas for the country, the leader-
ship pulled the rug out from beneath
him.

We are going to be very sorry to see
Mr. KATKO leave Congress at the end of
this session. We will all be impover-
ished by his absence.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman
from North Carolina (Mr. BISHOP).

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, behold the nonpartisan na-
ture of the January 6th Committee. It
puzzles me why it would have been so
different had the allegedly bipartisan
commission been approved.

In fact, in the January 6th Commit-
tee’s markup on the contempt resolu-
tions, the grand inquisitor said, in
opening: ‘I can say confidently that
the many involved in the run-up to
January 6, an oath, a statement of fi-
delity to our democracy, was nothing
more to them than meaningless words.
I fear what happens if those people are
again given the reins of power.” This
sums up the purpose of the January 6
inquisition in a way that is both co-
gent and terrifying.

What the January 6th Committee
lacks in bona fide legislative purpose,
not patina of legislative purpose but
bona fide legislative purpose, it makes
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up for in pure political vendetta. This
investigation isn’t about truth or de-
mocracy; it is a pure political power
play.

The immediate target is President
Trump, but the ultimate target is
those people—namely, the millions of
Americans—who voted for President
Trump.

Why is there no dissent from this ob-
jective on this committee? Well, be-
cause the only Members nominally rep-
resentative of the minority, chosen by
the majority Speaker over the objec-
tion of the minority, share the polit-
ical objectives of the grand inquisitor.

Accordingly, Liz CHENEY said during
the January 6th Committee markup of
these contempt resolutions: ‘“‘Our com-
mittee will continue to litigate to ob-
tain the testimony we need.” What
need? To inform what legislative pur-
pose does the committee need to obtain
the RNC’s contributor data and infor-
mation, to discover who opened its
emails and clicked through to donation
pages?

On the other hand, it could serve her
purpose to demonize her political oppo-
nents, especially those who donate to
President Trump.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 30 seconds to
the gentleman from North Carolina.

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it is common for the zealot to
lose the capacity for irony. Hence,
Chairman THOMPSON says that laws
prohibit doing politics on the clock: ‘It
is important that taxpayer dollars
don’t support political activity.”

Ms. CHENEY waves the Constitution
even while she poses as the designee of
the minority, imposed on the minority
in a historically unprecedented tram-
pling of the institutional norms. This
is a kangaroo court, a court of the star
chamber.

They continue to trample the con-
cepts and the institutional norms of
the Congress, and I am certain that the
American people will have an answer
for it very soon.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30
seconds to the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, the
people of the United States deserve to
know the truth. With all the ranting of
my friends across the aisle, the Con-
stitution indicates that this Nation
was formed to create a more perfect
Union.

The
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There were those who incited Janu-
ary 6. There were those who surrounded
President Trump who did nothing to
stop the violence and terrorism of Jan-
uary 6. If witnesses come before a duly
authorized bipartisan committee and
refuse to provide the American people
with the truth, then we need to stand
here and provide them with a contempt
order so that the truth can be found.
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Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to
join me in voting for this contempt
order for the truth for the American
people and the sanctity of the Con-
stitution.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, I just want to check if there are any
further speakers that my friend from
across the aisle has.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further speakers.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, at this time I have no further
speakers, and I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I consider
the gentleman across the aisle a friend,
and it is certainly an honor and a privi-
lege to debate law with him given the
fact that he is a renowned constitu-
tional law expert. I mean that sin-
cerely. It is fun being up here with the
gentleman. So knowing that he has the
last word, I do just have to cite one
more case for my good friend.

I just keep going back to the Trump
v. Thompson where Justice Kavanaugh
said that there are only two very nar-
row exceptions to this privilege. Num-
ber one, which can be found in United
States v. Nixon, relates to a pending
criminal trial. There is no pending
criminal trial here. That exception is
not applicable.

The second narrow exception is one
found in Senate Select Committee v.
Nixon. In there, it is whether the sub-
poenaed evidence is demonstrably crit-
ical to the responsible fulfillment of a
committee’s function. I am quoting the
precedent here. That case law goes on
to state that there are clear differences
between Congress’ legislative tasks and
the responsibility of a grand jury.

He went on further to describe that
Congress frequently legislates on the
basis of conflicting information pro-
vided in its hearings all the time. So I
would submit that that exception does
not apply either. Reasonable minds can
differ, but I am very confident that the
case law here supports the case of Mr.
Scavino.

With that said, the law notwith-
standing, it seems that my friends
across the aisle have proven time and
time again that they don’t care about
the separation of powers, they don’t
care about the protection of our con-
stitutional rights, and they don’t even
care about the rules of the House. They
only do if those items fit a political
narrative.

It is very clear to me that from the
Select Committee to Investigate the
January 6th Attack on the United
States Capitol’s treatment of Mr.
Scavino and from the resolution before
us today that they would prefer to
keep up their political theater rather
than conduct a legitimate congres-
sional investigation.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
vote ‘“‘no” on the previous question and
“no” on the rule, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I do want
to thank my friend from Pennsylvania.
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Sometimes when I hear him in the
committee, I think about another
great Republican who served in the
House of Representatives from Penn-
sylvania, Thaddeus Stevens. But today,
my friend let me down a little bit be-
cause Thaddeus Stevens was a great
enemy of insurrection and rebellion. He
led the forces in this Congress who in-
sisted upon accountability for the peo-
ple who would dare wage war against
the Congress of the United States and
against the Union and the people who
were all elected to serve and to rep-
resent.

Justice Kavanaugh, of course, was
not ruling in the case that my good
friend cited before. He was just opin-
ing. There was no ruling there. So that
was one Justice’s opinion.

My friend cuts me to the quick when
he says that we don’t care about the
separation of powers. I think I am
going to have to turn that insult
around and say that they don’t care
about the separation of powers because
the executive privilege of the Supreme
Court has repeatedly held, going all the
way back to 1953, in a case called the
United States v. Reynolds that the ex-
ecutive privilege may be invoked only
by the President of the United States.

And this President of the United
States, who represents the Article II
branch, has said he is not invoking it
on behalf of Scavino or Navarro. He has
rejected it.

The funny part is that the former
President they talked about hasn’t
even shown up to try to invoke it. And
what they are talking about doing
could never be the subject of executive
privilege anyway because it is political
activity, which is a crime under the
Hatch Act. It is criminal activity. It is
a crime to engage in insurrection and
coup.

How could executive privilege—even
if you had a President who wanted
nothing more than to try to drape the
activities of Scavino and Navarro in
executive privilege, how could that
President ever prove that it applied?
Navarro’s job, for example, was the
trade adviser. This has nothing to do
with trade. He was engaged in trying to
overthrow a Presidential election, as
Judge Carter said last week.

Mr. Speaker, this is a matter of the
utmost solemnity and seriousness to
the American people. We are talking
about the survival of American demo-
cratic government. For most of human
history, people have lived under people
like Vladimir Putin and Donald
Trump, the kings, the queens, the dic-
tators, the tyrants, and the bullies
whom some people would want to flat-
ter.

But we have something else going on
here in America. We have got a project
in democratic self-government. Lincoln
knew how tenuous it was. He asked
whether government of the people, by
the people, and for the people shall last
or shall perish from the Earth.

That is the question facing us, too.
So let’s deal with all the issues and
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controversies we want. But couldn’t we
get together and all stand up for the
institutions of the country?

We are doing that in our committee,
which is bipartisan. I fear that some-
times we are moving into a Demo-
cratic/Republican caucus in Congress
and a Trump caucus. There are those of
us, like Ms. CHENEY, like Mr.
KINZINGER, and like Mr. THOMPSON on
the committee, who want to work to-
gether to get to the bottom of this and
then to deal with the problems of the
country. And then there are those, like
the minority leader, who will follow
the will of Donald Trump if he says he
doesn’t want any investigation at all.

I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, but that is
where we are today. These two wit-
nesses have acted with contempt to-
wards Congress and the American peo-
ple. We must hold them in contempt of
Congress and the American people.

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, this rule pro-
vides for consideration of yet another Con-
tempt of Congress resolution that has no pur-
pose other than to punish. If the January 6th
Select Committee wanted to actually compel
production of the documents and records they
subpoenaed, they would instead be suing for
civil enforcement. But that takes time, and
there are only eight months left before these
subpoenas expire.

Congressional Committees may conduct in-
vestigations in pursuit of a legislative purpose.
| ask: What legislative purpose would be
served by referring Peter Navarro and Daniel
Scavino for criminal Contempt of Congress
rather than suing for civil enforcement?

Additionally, the question of executive privi-
lege is not legally settled. President Biden has
stated he would not grant executive privilege
regarding Mr. Scavino’s testimony, but the
Presidential Records Act governs presidential
records, not the testimony of aides to former
presidents. The committee also demanded ri-
diculous compliance timelines in requests to
Mr. Scavino, further indicating a lack of willing-
ness to undertake a legitimate and thorough
investigation.

As we get closer to the end of the year, will
the Select Committee go straight to recom-
mending Contempt of Congress for every sub-
poenaed individual that requests accommoda-
tions or an extended timeline?

| urge a no vote on this misguided resolu-
tion.

The material previously referred to
by Mr. RESCHENTHALER is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 1023

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution the House shall proceed to the
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R.
471) to prohibit the Secretary of Health and
Human Services from lessening the strin-
gency of, and to prohibit the Secretary of
Homeland Security from ceasing or lessening
implementation of, the COVID-19 border
health provisions through the end of the
COVID-19 pandemic, and for other purposes.
All points of order against consideration of
the bill are waived. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. All points of order against pro-
visions in the bill are waived. The previous
question shall be considered as ordered on
the bill and on any amendment thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept: (1) one hour of debate equally divided
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and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Energy
and Commerce; and (2) one motion to recom-
mit.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 471.

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question.

The question was taken; and the
Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 9 of rule XX, this
15-minute vote on ordering the pre-
vious question will be followed by a 5-
minute vote on adoption of the resolu-
tion, if ordered.

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 219, nays
206, not voting 4, as follows:

[Roll No. 116]

YEAS—219

Adams Deutch Levin (MI)
Aguilar Dingell Lieu
Allred Doggett Lofgren
Auchincloss Doyle, Michael Lowenthal
Axne F. Luria
Barragan Escobar Lynch
Bass Eshoo Malinowski
Beatty Espaillat Maloney,
Bera Evans Carolyn B.
Beyer Fletcher Maloney, Sean
Bishop (GA) Foster Manning
Blumenauer Frankel, Lois Matsui
Blunt Rochester  Gallego McBath
Bonamici Garamendi McCollum
Bourdeaux Garcia (IL) McEachin
Bowman Garcia (TX) McGovern
Boyle, Brendan Golden McNerney

F. Gomez Meeks
Brown (MD) Gonzalez, Meng
Brown (OH) Vicente Mfume
Brownley Gottheimer Moore (WI)
Bush Green, Al (TX) Morelle
Bustos Grijalva Moulton
Butterfield Harder (CA) Mrvan
Carbajal Hayes Murphy (FL)
Cardenas Higgins (NY) Nadler
Carson Himes Napolitano
Carter (LA) Horsford Neal
Cartwright Houlahan Neguse
Case Hoyer Newman
Casten Huffman Norcross
Castro (TX) Jackson Lee O’Halleran
Cherfilus- Jacobs (CA) Ocasio-Cortez

McCormick Jayapal Omar
Chu Jeffries Pallone
Cicilline Johnson (GA) Panetta
Clark (MA) Johnson (TX) Pappas
Clarke (NY) Jones Pascrell
Cleaver Kahele Payne
Clyburn Kaptur Perlmutter
Cohen Keating Peters
Connolly Kelly (IL) Phillips
Cooper Khanna Pingree
Correa Kildee Pocan
Costa Kilmer Porter
Courtney Kim (NJ) Pressley
Craig Kind Price (NC)
Crist Kirkpatrick Quigley
Crow Krishnamoorthi  Raskin
Cuellar Kuster Rice (NY)
Davids (KS) Lamb Ross
Davis, Danny K.  Langevin Roybal-Allard

Dean

Larsen (WA)

Ruiz

DeFazio Larson (CT) Ruppersberger
DeGette Lawrence Rush
DeLauro Lawson (FL) Ryan

DelBene Lee (CA) Sanchez
Delgado Lee (NV) Sarbanes
Demings Leger Fernandez Scanlon
DeSaulnier Levin (CA) Schakowsky

Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier

Aderholt
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brady
Brooks
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cheney
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Comer
Crawford
Crenshaw
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
DesJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs

Allen
Castor (FL)

Messrs.

Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell
Takano
Thompson (CA)
Thompson (MS)
Titus

Tlaib

Tonko

Torres (CA)
Torres (NY)
Trahan

NAYS—206

Gimenez
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern

Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Hice (GA)
Higgins (LA)
Hill
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Trone
Underwood
Vargas
Veasey
Velazquez
Wasserman
Schultz
Waters
Watson Coleman
Welch
Wexton
Wild
Williams (GA)
Wilson (FL)
Yarmuth

Miller (WV)
Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Mullin
Murphy (NC)
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Obernolte
Owens
Palazzo
Palmer
Pence

Perry
Pfluger
Posey

Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)

Hinson Rogers (KY)
Hollingsworth Rose
Hudson Rosendale
Huizenga Rouzer
Issa Roy
Jackson Rutherford
Jacobs (NY) Salazar
Johnson (LA) Scalise
Johnson (OH) Schweikert
Johnson (SD) Scott, Austin
Jordan Sessions
Joyce (OH) Simpson
Joyce (PA) Smith (MO)
Katko Smith (NE)
Keller Smith (NJ)
Kelly (MS) Smucker
Kelly (PA) Spartz
Kim (CA) Stauber
Kinzinger Steel
Kustoff Stefanik
LaHood Steil
LaMalfa Steube
Lamborn Stewart
Latta Taylor
LaTurner Tenney
Lesko Thompson (PA)
Letlow Tiffany
Long Timmons
Loudermilk Turner
Lucas Upton
Luetkemeyer Valadao
Mace Van Drew
Malliotakis Van Duyne
Mann Wagner
Massie Walberg
Mast Walorski
McCarthy Waltz
McCaul Weber (TX)
McClain Webster (FL)
McClintock Wenstrup
McHenry Westerman
McKinley Williams (TX)
Meijer Wittman
Meuser Womack
Miller (IL) Zeldin
NOT VOTING—4
Guest
Wilson (SC)
0 1530
JOHNSON of Ohio and

FEENSTRA changed their vote from
uyeam tO “nay.”
Messrs. SCOTT of Virginia and RUSH

changed their vote from

133

yvea.”

unaya» to
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So the previous question was ordered.
The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE
RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS

Bass (Beyer) Grijalva Payne (Pallone)
Bowman (Evans) (Stanton) Peters (Jeffries)
Cardenas (Soto) ~ Harder (CA) Porter (Wexton)
Castro (TX) (Correa) Price (NC)
(Correa) Huffman (Butterfield)
Cawthorn (Gaetz) (Stanton) Roybal-Allard
Clark (MA) Johnson (TX) (Pallone)
(Blunt (Jeffries) :
Rochester) Joyce (OH) :zg;g g:\%%w
Comer (Garbarino) (Jeffries)
(Arrington) Kahele (Mrvan) .
Connolly Kirkpatrick Sires (Pallone)
(Wexton) (Pallone) Steube (Donalds)

Suozzi (Beyer)
Taylor (Jackson)
Wasserman
Schultz (Soto)
Watson Coleman
(Pallone)

Cooper (Correa)
Crawford (Long)
Crist (Soto)
Cuellar (Correa)
Doyle, Michael
F. (Evans)
Gomez (Soto)

LaTurner (Mann)

Lawson (FL)
(Evans)

Mfume (Evans)

Newman (Garcia
(IL))

Owens (Tenney)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the resolution.
The question was taken; and the

Speaker pro tempore announced that
the ayes appeared to have it.
Mr. RESCHENTHALER. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution

8, the yeas and nays are ordered.
This is a b-minute vote.
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 221, nays

200, not voting 8, as follows:

[Roll No. 117]
YEAS—221

Adams Davids (KS) Kelly (IL)
Aguilar Davis, Danny K. Khanna
Allred Dean Kildee
Auchincloss DeFazio Kilmer
Axne DeGette Kim (NJ)
Barragan DeLauro Kind

Bass DelBene Kinzinger
Beatty Delgado Kirkpatrick
Bera Demings Krishnamoorthi
Beyer DeSaulnier Kuster
Bishop (GA) Deutch Lamb
Blumenauer Dingell Langevin
Blunt Rochester  Doggett Larsen (WA)
Bonamici Doyle, Michael Larson (CT)
Bourdeaux F. Lawrence
Bowman Escobar Lawson (FL)
Boyle, Brendan Eshoo Lee (CA)

F. Espaillat Lee (NV)
Brown (MD) Evans Leger Fernandez
Brown (OH) Fletcher Levin (CA)
Brownley Foster Levin (MI)
Bush Frankel, Lois Lieu
Bustos Gallego Lofgren
Butterfield Garamendi Lowenthal
Carbajal Garcia (IL) Luria
Cardenas Garcia (TX) Lynch
Carson Golden Malinowski
Carter (LA) Gomez Maloney,
Cartwright Gonzalez, Carolyn B.
Case Vicente Maloney, Sean
Casten Gottheimer Manning
Castor (FL) Green, Al (TX) Matsui
Castro (TX) Grijalva McBath
Cheney Harder (CA) McCollum
Cherfilus- Hayes McEachin

McCormick Higgins (NY) McGovern
Chu Himes McNerney
Cicilline Horsford Meeks
Clark (MA) Houlahan Meng
Clarke (NY) Hoyer Mfume
Cleaver Huffman Moore (WI)
Clyburn Jackson Lee Morelle
Connolly Jacobs (CA) Moulton
Cooper Jayapal Mrvan
Correa Jeffries Murphy (FL)
Costa Johnson (GA) Nadler
Courtney Johnson (TX) Napolitano
Craig Jones Neal
Crist Kahele Neguse
Crow Kaptur Newman
Cuellar Keating Norcross
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O’Halleran
Ocasio-Cortez
Omar

Pallone
Panetta
Pappas
Pascrell
Payne
Perlmutter
Peters
Phillips
Pingree
Pocan

Porter
Pressley
Price (NC)
Quigley
Raskin

Rice (NY)
Ross
Roybal-Allard
Ruiz
Ruppersberger
Rush

Ryan

Aderholt
Amodei
Armstrong
Arrington
Babin
Bacon
Baird
Balderson
Banks
Barr
Bentz
Bergman
Bice (OK)
Biggs
Bilirakis
Bishop (NC)
Boebert
Bost
Brady
Brooks
Buchanan
Buck
Bucshon
Budd
Burchett
Burgess
Calvert
Cammack
Carey
Carl
Carter (GA)
Carter (TX)
Cawthorn
Chabot
Cline
Cloud
Clyde
Cole
Comer
Crawford
Curtis
Davidson
Davis, Rodney
DesdJarlais
Diaz-Balart
Donalds
Duncan
Dunn
Ellzey
Emmer
Estes
Fallon
Feenstra
Ferguson
Fischbach
Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fleischmann
Foxx
Franklin, C.
Scott
Fulcher
Gaetz
Gallagher
Garbarino
Garcia (CA)
Gibbs

Allen
Cohen
Crenshaw

Sanchez
Sarbanes
Scanlon
Schakowsky
Schiff
Schneider
Schrader
Schrier
Scott (VA)
Scott, David
Sewell
Sherman
Sherrill
Sires
Slotkin
Smith (WA)
Soto
Spanberger
Speier
Stansbury
Stanton
Stevens
Strickland
Suozzi
Swalwell

NAYS—200

Gimenez
Gohmert
Gonzales, Tony
Gonzalez (OH)
Good (VA)
Gooden (TX)
Gosar
Granger
Graves (LA)
Graves (MO)
Green (TN)
Greene (GA)
Griffith
Grothman
Guthrie
Harris
Harshbarger
Hartzler
Hern

Herrell
Herrera Beutler
Higgins (LA)
Hill

Hinson
Hudson
Huizenga
Issa

Jackson
Jacobs (NY)
Johnson (LA)
Johnson (OH)
Johnson (SD)
Jordan
Joyce (OH)
Joyce (PA)
Katko

Keller

Kelly (MS)
Kelly (PA)
Kim (CA)
Kustoff
LaHood
LaMalfa
Lamborn
Latta
LaTurner
Lesko
Letlow

Long
Loudermilk
Lucas
Luetkemeyer
Mace
Malliotakis
Mann

Massie

Mast
McCarthy
McCaul
MecClain
MecClintock
McHenry
McKinley
Meijer
Meuser
Miller (IL)
Miller (WV)

NOT VOTING—8

Guest
Hice (GA)
Hollingsworth
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Takano

Thompson (CA)

Thompson (MS)

Titus

Tlaib

Tonko

Torres (CA)

Torres (NY)

Trahan

Trone

Underwood

Vargas

Veasey

Velazquez

Wasserman
Schultz

Waters

Watson Coleman

Welch

Wexton

Wild

Williams (GA)

Wilson (FL)

Yarmuth

Miller-Meeks
Moolenaar
Mooney
Moore (AL)
Moore (UT)
Mullin
Murphy (NC)
Nehls
Newhouse
Norman
Obernolte
Owens
Palazzo
Palmer
Perry
Pfluger
Posey

Reed
Reschenthaler
Rice (SC)
Rodgers (WA)
Rogers (AL)
Rogers (KY)
Rose
Rosendale
Rouzer

Roy
Rutherford
Salazar
Scalise
Schweikert
Scott, Austin
Sessions
Simpson
Smith (MO)
Smith (NE)
Smith (NJ)
Smucker
Spartz
Stauber
Steel
Stefanik
Steil

Steube
Stewart
Taylor
Tenney
Thompson (PA)
Tiffany
Timmons
Turner
Upton
Valadao

Van Drew
Van Duyne
Wagner
Walberg
Walorski
Waltz

Weber (TX)
Webster (FL)
Wenstrup
Westerman
Williams (TX)
Wittman
Womack
Zeldin

Pence
Wilson (SC)

0 1542

So the resolution was agreed to.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

Stated for:
Mr. COHEN. Mr. Speaker, | was in a Hel-
sinki Commission hearing. Had | been

present, | would have voted “yea” on rollcall
No. 117.

Stated against:

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Speaker, | was un-
avoidably detained in a committee hearing and
missed the final vote in the series. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay” on rollcall
No. 117.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, | was not re-
corded for roll call vote 117. Had | been
present, | would have voted “nay” on rollcall
No. 117.

MEMBERS RECORDED PURSUANT TO HOUSE

RESOLUTION 8, 117TH CONGRESS
Gomez (Soto)

Bass (Beyer) Owens (Tenney)

Bowman (Evans) Grijalva Payne (Pallone)
Cardenas (Soto) (Stanton) Peters (Jeffries)
Castro (TX) Harder (CA) Porter (Wexton)
(Correa) (Correa) Price (NC)
Cawthorn (Gaetz) Huffman (Butterfield)
Clark (MA) (Stanton) Roybal-Allard
(Blunt Johnson (TX) (Pallone)
Rochester) (Jeffries) Schiff (Beyer)
Comer Joyce (OH) Scott, David
(Arrington) (Garbarino) (Jeffries)
Connolly Kahele (Mrvan) Sires (Pallone)
(Wexton) Kirkpatrick Steube (Donalds)
Cooper (Correa) (Pallone) Suozzi (Beyer)
Crawford (Long) Lawson (FL) Taylor (Jackson)
Crist (Soto) (Evans) Wasserman

Cuellar (Correa)
Doyle, Michael
F. (Evans)

Mfume (Evans)
Newman (Garcia
(L))

———

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Adrian
Swann, one of his secretaries.

Schultz (Soto)
Watson Coleman
(Pallone)

———

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION
OF H.R. 3807, RESTAURANT REVI-
TALIZATION FUND REPLENISH-
MENT ACT OF 2021, AND FOR
OTHER PURPOSES

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Committee on Rules, I
call up House Resolution 1033 and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

H. RES. 1033

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the
House the bill (H.R. 3807) to amend the
American Rescue Plan Act of 2021 to increase
appropriations to the Restaurant Revitaliza-
tion Fund, and for other purposes. All points
of order against consideration of the bill are
waived. An amendment in the nature of a
substitute consisting of the text of Rules
Committee Print 117-39, modified by the
amendment printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, shall be considered as adopted. The bill,
as amended, shall be considered as read. All
points of order against provisions in the bill,
as amended, are waived. The previous ques-
tion shall be considered as ordered on the
bill, as amended, and on any further amend-
ment thereto, to final passage without inter-
vening motion except: (1) one hour of debate
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equally divided and controlled by the chair
and ranking minority member of the Com-
mittee on Small Business or their respective
designees; and (2) one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from New York is recognized
for 1 hour.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, for the
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Minnesota (Mrs. FISCHBACH), my
colleague and friend, pending which I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. During consideration of this res-
olution, all time yielded is for the pur-
pose of debate only.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members
be given 5 legislative days to revise and
extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, this
morning the Rules Committee met and
reported a rule, House Resolution 1033,
providing for consideration of H.R.
3807, the Relief for Restaurants and
other Hard Hit Small Businesses Act of
2022 under a closed rule.

The rule provides 1 hour of debate
equally divided and controlled by the
chair and ranking minority member of
the Committee on Small Business, self-
executes a manager’s amendment from
Chairwoman VELAZQUEZ, and provides
one motion to recommit.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge my
colleagues to adopt the rule and sup-
port critical funding for restaurants
and other small businesses across our
Nation.

As we all know, small businesses—es-
pecially restaurants—are the backbone
of our local economy. Not only for the
revenue they bring in, but for the
many local workers they employ; fami-
lies that need their paycheck now more
than ever. But sadly, restaurants have
been some of the hardest-hit businesses
throughout the COVID-19 crisis, and
many have struggled to keep their
doors open.

Many of us have made a promise to
support workers, families, and busi-
nesses in their time of need, and that is
why we established the Restaurant Re-
vitalization Fund in the American Res-
cue Plan, which provided $28.6 billion
in emergency assistance to eligible res-
taurants, bars, and qualifying busi-
nesses impacted by the COVID crisis.

This program was clearly a success,
providing relief to more than 100,000
restaurants and food and beverage
businesses across the Nation. Some re-
cent estimates show the program saved
over 900,000 jobs, and 96 percent of re-
cipients said the grant made it more
likely they would stay in business.

However, there is no question that
our initial investment was not enough.
The program ran out of funds in just 3
weeks, as the total funding requested
exceeded $72 billion, far more than the
$28.6 billion provided for in the Amer-
ican Rescue Plan.
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This funding gap resulted in 178,000
restaurants who are unable to secure
funding in this program, even though
they applied to the program and met
all of the eligibility requirements. Let
me say that again, 178,000 restaurants,
many of which are in danger of perma-
nent closure if Congress does not pro-
vide them with the relief they need.

The underlying legislation, the Relief
for Restaurants and other Hard Hit
Businesses Act, would provide for $42
billion to replenish the Restaurant Re-
vitalization Fund, giving the Small
Business Administration the funding
necessary to close this funding gap and
process the applications of those enti-
ties who are deemed eligible in the ini-
tial application period, providing a life-
line for the restaurant industry that
has faced so many challenges over the
past 2 years.

In addition to this critical funding,
the underlying legislation also pro-
vides $13 billion for a new Hard Hit In-
dustries Award Program, which will
grant much-needed relief to other
small businesses across industries and
sectors that were the hardest hit by
the pandemic but were not eligible for
the Restaurant Revitalization Fund or
Shuttered Venue Operators Grant pro-
gram.

This new program would prioritize
those eligible small businesses that ex-
perience the heaviest pandemic-related
losses, beginning with those that lost
80 percent of their revenue.

To pay for both the establishment of
the new program and the replenish-
ment of the Restaurant Revitalization
Fund, this bill would use funds re-
claimed, seized, or returned to the Fed-
eral Government from bad actors at-
tempting to defraud previous recovery
programs.

Back in October 2020, the Small Busi-
ness Administration Office of the In-
spector General had already identified
$78 billion in potentially fraudulent
loans and grants to ineligible entities,
and more than 300 individuals have
been brought to justice. This legisla-
tion also increases oversight and audit
requirements, ensuring that this addi-
tional support goes to the businesses
originally intended to receive assist-
ance.

Mr. Speaker, I have always been an
advocate of additional support for the
restaurant and hospitality industry,
and many of my colleagues on the
other side of the aisle have dem-
onstrated support for the Restaurant
Revitalization Fund, as well. I hope we
continue to see bipartisan support for
this effort on the House floor.

I urge all of my colleagues to support
the rule and the underlying legislation
to deliver critical funding for res-
taurants and small businesses in com-
munities across the country.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman from New York
for yielding me the customary 30 min-
utes, and, Mr. Speaker, I yield myself
such time as I may consume.
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Today, we are here to consider a rule
providing for consideration of H.R.
3807, the Relief for Restaurants and
other Hard Hit Small Businesses Act.

This legislation gives a check to the
Small Business Administration with-
out accountability or oversight mecha-
nisms or even taking into account
SBA’s feedback.

Mr. Speaker, this bill appropriates an
additional $55 billion to restaurants
and small businesses, none of which is
paid for. According to the Congres-
sional Budget Office, as much as $340
billion in unobligated funds from var-
ious COVID relief legislation is avail-
able for expenditure, but we are not re-
allocating those. Instead, we would be
relying on more deficit spending to
provide these sums. Structurally, this
bill is not going to work. This is a lot
of money, and it seems that Democrats
just want to throw it to the wind, be-
cause when you look at how the funds
are being distributed, this bill will not
fix the problem. This is something that
could have been addressed had the bill
gone through the committee process.

Because this bill is not immediately
or responsibly paid for, it would fur-
ther fuel the inflation crisis, which
currently sits at a 40-year high of 7.9
percent. Inflation is the number one
problem facing small businesses, ac-
cording to them. That is what they are
saying. Instead of pushing through
drastic increases of inflation-inducing
deficit spending, we must work to-
gether to advance progrowth policies
that empower small businesses to oper-
ate independently without burdensome
restrictions.

I need to point out the political game
Democrats are playing this session.
They are proposing bills that have ti-
tles that make them seem like com-
monsense bills, but really, they are dis-
ingenuous attempts to fix real prob-
lems.

This was true of last week’s insulin
bill, and it is true of this bill. What is
worse is they know that they are not
coming up with real solutions. That is
why we are now looking at yet another
bill that has not been through the com-
mittee process, there has been no
transparency, no opportunity to dis-
cuss, no public or minority input, and
has real flaws as a result that will only
exacerbate the problems my colleagues
have created. My Democratic col-
leagues do not want to negotiate with
Republicans or allow any input from
anyone to come up with a bill that
would actually help people.

It is also why my colleagues did not
take up the ENTREE Act, which was
introduced last summer, at a time
when restaurants really needed it.
That bill was also aimed at helping res-
taurants and small businesses recover
from the damage done by the pandemic
with proper oversight and constraints
and didn’t include discriminatory lan-
guage that prioritized certain groups
based on criteria other than need. That
eventually, the Supreme Court had to
put a stop to.
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Now, we need to be focusing on the
crises that are going on that are going
to become problems for restaurants
this year: workforce and inflation. We
are still seeing ‘“‘help wanted’ signs all
over the country. Businesses are des-
perate for a workforce. Congress needs
to stop paying people to stay at home
and encourage them to work. And in-
flation is hitting every single corner of
the economy. Between increasing
prices on all goods, and the effects we
are already starting to feel in the food
industry from the Russian invasion of
Ukraine, consumers are going to start
feeling the pain. And, unfortunately,
when you are trying to save money,
going out to eat is not one of the first
things a family typically does. We need
to be getting ahead of these issues, not
coming up with insincere attempts
under the guise of COVID relief.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the rule and
the underlying bill, and I ask Members
to do the same.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I always appreciate hearing from my
colleagues and a distinguished member
of the Rules Committee, Mrs.
FI1scHBACH. I do note, however, a couple
of things before I yield some time.

The first is that as it relates to how
the bill is funded, as I indicated, the in-
spector general himself, that office, in-
dicated there is $78 billion in fraudu-
lent claims that are being recouped by
the Federal Government. This bill will
cost $42 billion for the Restaurant Re-
vitalization Fund replenishment, an-
other $13 billion, $565 billion. There is
plenty of money in those reclaimed
dollars to be able to pay for this with-
out having to appropriate new dollars.
So this actually should be in line with
the principles of some of our more con-
servative Members to have claimed
dollars that are owed to the United
States and to its taxpayers.

Secondly, as it relates to workforce
shortages, and I think we all know in
every industry, and the businesses I
talk to back home, are struggling to
find workers. Yet, I note yesterday in
the Education and Labor Committee,
of which I am a member, that we didn’t
get a single Republican vote for the
Workforce Innovation and Opportunity
Act, WIOA’s reauthorization, which
will do great things to continue to
move people into the workplace as
quickly as possible. Yet, we received no
support for that.

So we are going to continue to work
on these issues here in this Congress.
We are going to continue to lead. This
majority is going to continue to look
out for small businesses, it is going to
continue to look out for people looking
for work, and it is going to continue to
look out for employers who face work-
er shortages. So we will continue to
support this, and I believe this bill will
be a great victory for the 178,000 res-
taurants who desperately need our sup-
port.
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Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Cali-

fornia (Mr. DESAULNIER), a fellow
member of the Rules Committee.
O 1600
Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, 1

want to thank my friend and colleague
for yielding. And I also want to thank
my distinguished colleagues on both
sides for the conversation at the Rules
Committee.

I want to speak for a few moments,
Mr. Speaker, as somebody who has
spent 35 years in the restaurant busi-
ness, owning and managing restaurants
in California, small businesses that
were vital to the communities where
they were; and how important they are
to restart Main Street America in
every district; the multipliers of hav-
ing restaurants open, and the difficulty
and the cash flow of a small business
like this, and why this initiative is so
important.

The Bureau of Labor Statistics esti-
mates that in 2019, there were 12.1 mil-
lion people employed in the restaurant
and food service industry. So many of
those people immediately lost their
jobs and their incomes with no warning
when the pandemic hit. In April of 2020
alone, the restaurant industry lost 5%
million jobs.

Through the American Rescue Plan,
we established the Restaurant Revital-
ization Fund, which provided $28.6 bil-
lion in emergency assistance to eligible
restaurants, bars, and qualifying busi-
nesses impacted by the pandemic.

Although this program helped more
than 100,000 restaurants and food and
beverage businesses across the country,
in every district, the program received
applications of nearly three times the
amount of money that it had to give
out. We cannot overlook the obvious
need.

The Relief for Restaurants and Other
Hard Hit Small Businesses Act, H.R.
3807, would inject $42 billion to allow
the Small Business Administration to
process the applications of over 150,000
eligible entities that previously applied
for relief.

I met and talked to many of my
former colleagues in the business who
have applied for these funds and they
speak very positively about their expe-
rience and how helpful it was to get
them through the pandemic. It helps
these small businesses. Through the
pandemic, at least 40 percent of pan-
demic-related revenue loss was suffered
by businesses with fewer than 200 em-
ployees.

Again, as a former restaurant owner
myself, I have seen how restaurants
can bring communities together. We
owe it to these local business entre-
preneurs, these owners, and millions of
workers who depend on this help, to
pass this important bill.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

I would just like to mention, we con-
tinue to talk about whether or not this
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is paid for. I respectfully ask: Where is
the CBO score? That would answer the
question if we actually had done any—
put this legislation through any kind
of process, through committee, getting
the CBO score.

So I would question as to whether or
not it was actually all paid for, as my
colleague mentions. But I do think
that if we had the CBO score, we could
decide, finally, if it was paid for or not.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY).

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank the
gentlewoman for yielding.

I completely agree that we should be
trying to help small businesses who
have gotten absolutely railroaded and
run over by the power of government,
which amounts to, essentially, a tak-
ing. They have had their livelihoods
taken away through the sheer power of
government, Federal, State and local.
It is absolutely extraordinary.

It is one of the reasons that I worked
with my friend, DEAN PHILLIPS, on the
other side of the aisle, on the PPP
Flexibility Act 2 years ago. I would
have preferred we not go down this
road; that the government not go down
and shut down our economy. But the
government did. And I think that
amounts to something akin to a tak-
ing.

But now, here we sit and, yet again,
my colleagues on the other side of the
aisle have not met an issue that they
can’t make worse; and that is what we
are faced with right now.

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues are
bringing forward a $55 billion bill
which they say is paid for, which is
paid for and relies on recaptured,
fraudulent relief funds. We have fraud-
ulent relief funds because you just
dumped $2 trillion out in the economy
when you came in here and did it by
voice vote 2 years ago.

So you have got these fraudulent
funds that we may or may not recap-
ture that is, allegedly, what is paying
for this. This bill should be fully paid
for out of existing COVID money that
has not yet been spent. And that is
what we are offering as an alternative.

But the real problem that the Amer-
ican people need to understand that my
colleagues have got themselves in a
pretty vicious box, is because the ad-
ministration, with the full support of
my colleagues here, made the alloca-
tion of dollars race-based. They made
it criteria-based. And they got slapped
down by the court. They got slapped
down by the Sixth Circuit.

The Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals
found race and sex prioritization was
unconstitutional and ordered the Small
Business Administration to halt the
practice. But most of the funding had
been spent. It was underfunded. But
most of that funding had been spent.

The court said: ‘“The case is about
whether the government can allocate
limited coronavirus relief funds based
on the race and sex of the applicants.
We hold that it cannot.

“The stark realities of the Small
Business Administration’s racial gerry-
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mandering are inescapable.” ‘It is in-
deed ‘a sordid business’. . . . ‘‘quoting
our Chief Justice John Roberts, . . .
‘a sordid business’ to divide ‘us up by
race.” »” ‘“‘And the government’s at-
tempt to do so here violates the Con-
stitution.”

That is the real story. I have intro-
duced the Restaurant Revitalization
Fund Fairness Act. We have got other
bills on this side of the aisle that would
pay for it; that would ensure that it
won’t be race-based; that would make
sure that the 177,000 applicants who
were left on the outside looking in be-
cause of race-based governing by my
colleagues on the other side of the
aisle, that that would not occur; and
that, again—I want to reiterate—
should be paid for without relying on
the possibility of collecting the fraudu-
lent expenditures.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

I want to just reiterate, this is really
a simple issue. And there may be at-
tempts to distract from what is a sim-
ple issue, but the Office of Inspector
General indicated that we had $78 bil-
lion in fraudulent claims. That is an
estimate. Some estimates range as
high as $200 billion.

It seems silly to me that we wouldn’t
take advantage of those dollars which
are being reclaimed to continue to try
to get relief for the many, many tens of
thousands, hundreds of thousands of
restaurants and their employees across
the country.

And I dare say that when I talk to—
I have sat down with many, many res-
taurant owners in the last several
months who had made application, and,
simply, didn’t have the resources in the
fund that we had allocated to get re-
lief, continue to talk to me about this.

So this is really a very, very simple
question. I know there are a lot of com-
plicated, nuanced questions around
here in Congress that we are always
dealing with. This is a simple one: Do
we want to help these small businesses,
or do we choose not to help them? And
I think we would argue here that they
very much deserve and merit this sup-
port.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from North Carolina (Ms.
RO0SS), another distinguished member
of the Rules Committee.

Ms. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to highlight the urgent need for addi-
tional relief for our restaurants.

Since the COVID-19 pandemic began,
restaurants in my district and across
the country have been at the front line
of our battle against COVID-19.

The Restaurant Revitalization Fund
offered a vital lifeline at a time when
restaurants desperately needed our
help. However, the funds quickly ran
out, leaving hundreds of thousands of
restaurants without any relief, includ-
ing in my State of North Carolina.

In a cruel twist, many restaurants
were approved for funding, but never
saw a dime.
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For example, Kim Hammer, who
owns Bittersweet in Raleigh, was ap-
proved for a grant by the Small Busi-
ness Association. Despite this, Kim
still hasn’t received any relief and said,
“It feels like no one is listening.”

Well, we are listening. Every time a
new variant emerges and cases surge,
the survival of countless restaurants is
thrown into jeopardy. As I hear from
restaurant owners in my district, they
all tell me how essential the restaurant
relief program was; but that it simply
was not enough.

During the peak surge of the Omi-
cron variant, Cheetie Kumar, the
owner of Garland restaurant in Ra-
leigh, said she just hoped she could
keep the doors open for both her cus-
tomers and for her staff.

Jennifer Cramer, the owner of
Catalan Taps restaurant in Cary, had
to start a GoFundMe campaign to keep
her lights on and her employees on
payroll.

Mr. Speaker, our fight against this
pandemic is not over. It is unaccept-
able that we would leave the res-
taurant industry out to dry. Res-
taurants contribute to the spirit, vi-
brancy, and success of my community
in Wake County, North Carolina, and
many communities all across this Na-
tion.

I urge my colleagues to support the
rule and the underlying legislation and
replenish this fund.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself as much time as I may
consume.

If we defeat the previous question, I
will offer an amendment to the rule to
provide for consideration of Congress-
woman MCMORRIS RODGERS and Con-
gressman WESTERMAN’s American En-
ergy Independence from Russia Act.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert the text of my amend-
ment in the RECORD, along with the ex-
traneous material, immediately prior
to the vote on the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
CARSON). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentlewoman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, for
the fifth time, Republicans ask their
colleagues to consider this bill. The av-
erage price at the pump two days be-
fore President Biden took office was
$2.38 per gallon. They have been stead-
ily climbing ever since.

On February 14, 6 days before the
Russian invasion of Ukraine, the aver-
age price for per gallon was $3.49. These
prices are affecting every single Amer-
ican.

When adjusted for the increasing
prices on all goods, thanks to failed
Democrat policies, wages and salaries
are below pre-pandemic levels. My con-
stituents are pleading with Congress to
focus on this issue and are being ig-
nored by the out-of-touch majority.

Now, for the fifth time, House Repub-
licans are urging the majority to im-
mediately bring relief at the pump
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now. While my colleagues continue to
bring flawed, misguided, and unvetted
legislation to the floor, House Repub-
licans stand ready to work on issues
that directly affect American’s pocket-
books.

To further explain the amendment, I
yield 4 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Florida (Mrs. CAMMACK).

Mrs. CAMMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
thank my colleague and friend from
the great State of Minnesota for yield-
ing.

I rise today to defeat the previous
question so that we may immediately
consider H.R. 6858, Congresswoman
McMorris Rodgers’ bill, that would
strengthen United States energy secu-
rity, encourage and promote domestic
production of crude oil and natural gas,
and help return to and solidify Amer-
ican energy independence.

You know, I get asked all the time,
why? Why will Congress do nothing to
lower the cost of fuel? Why do they
continue to talk and do absolutely
nothing?

Well, right here—right here is your
answer. Today, Republicans stand, for
the fifth time, legislation Today, Re-
publicans stand, for the fifth time, leg-
islation in hand, to bring gas prices
down and to restart our energy produc-
tion right here at home; legislation
that would make us energy inde-
pendent, once again, and that would
get thousands of Americans back to
work; legislation that would be a col-
lective sigh of relief for our seniors,
and those on fixed incomes, who are
making the decision between gas or
groceries. This legislation is the an-
swer, and it is ready to go.

But you know what? My colleagues
on the other side of the aisle have al-
ready been given vote recommenda-
tions by the Speaker of the House to
shoot this legislation down. They
haven’t even read it. They haven’t even
read it, and they are so blind to and be-
holden to their radical agenda that
they won’t consider a commonsense so-
lution to one of the most pressing
issues facing all of our collective con-
stituents, these fuel prices.

Again, this is the fifth time that this
legislation has been presented, and it is
the fifth time that my colleagues on
the other side of the aisle have put
Russia first and America last.

The average price of gas today is
$4.56 and climbing. For our truckers
and farmers who fuel up on diesel, like
many in my district, it is costing them
well over $5 a gallon at the pump. In
fact, it is $5.19 today for a gallon of die-
sel.

All across our country, Americans,
regardless of party, are making deci-
sions, again, between gas in the tank
or groceries in the fridge. Folks are
canceling their first road trip with
their family in 2 years, or visits to
grandparents, because Biden has de-
cided that Americans who put fuel in
their own gas tanks and shop for their
own groceries, they are not the pri-
ority.

April 6, 2022

O 1615

In fact, just 17 hours ago, the Biden
administration was more concerned
with presenting former President
Barack Obama with a ceremonial pen
than talking about how we are going to
bring down fuel prices in this country.
You want to talk about out of touch.
There it is in a nutshell.

This is the Biden energy policy: soar-
ing prices that hurt hardworking
Americans and increasing reliance on
foreign countries to meet our energy
needs.

We know that America’s future will
not be realized by sunshine and pin-
wheels. We will realize it by boosting
domestic production and ending our de-
pendence on countries that don’t have
our best interests in mind. Heck, they
don’t even like us.

I have spoken to foresters and farm-
ers in my district who have told me
that energy costs alone are driving
them out of operation and out of busi-
ness. To illustrate this, one of the top
timber producers in my own district
said he is spending $18,000 more a week
on fuel costs alone. If this continues,
he will be suspending operations, all
because this administration has issued
our domestic energy industry a death
sentence. That happened even before
they took office.

This Biden energy plan, or lack
thereof, is ruining the financial hopes
and dreams of hardworking Americans
and destroying farmers, foresters, fam-
ilies, ranchers, and small businesses.

We know that we can put an end to
this energy crisis. We know we can, but
instead, we are focused on ceremonial
pens and issues that do not matter to
the American people.

It is long past time that we end this
energy crisis and put American energy
security and independence at the top of
the priority list. I stand before this
body and the American people to say
that we, too, have had enough.

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to
defeat the previous question so we can
immediately bring Congresswoman
McMorris Rodgers’ legislation to the
floor.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, frankly, I am a little
perplexed. I think when I get home and
talk to my restaurant owners, they are
going to say: Why were you having a
conversation about something not re-
lated to the restaurant revitalization
act?

I will explain to them that as much
as I would like to get into a conversa-
tion about how Putin’s aggressive ac-
tions in Ukraine have affected gas
prices around the world, as much as I
would like to have the conversation
about oil companies that have decided
to continue to reap record profits and
not increase supply to meet the de-
mand around the world, as much as we
can talk about all those things, that is
not why we are here today. We should
have that conversation in an appro-
priate venue.
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This conversation and the venue
right now that we are in is to talk
about the Restaurant Revitalization
Fund. It is to talk about the 178,000 res-
taurants owned by Republicans, Demo-
crats, and Independents all across
America in every single district that
we have the privilege of representing.

Every single district has restaurants,
and that is what we are here to talk
about: how to get relief into the hands
of those individuals who, for 2 years,
have struggled under the most difficult
economic circumstances any of us
could ever imagine.

Let’s make sure we Keep our eye on
the ball. Let’s continue to focus on the
question in front of the House.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Pennsylvania (Ms.
SCANLON), my friend and distinguished
member of the Rules Committee.

Ms. SCANLON. Mr. Speaker, in
southeastern Pennsylvania, and in cit-
ies and towns across the country, res-
taurants are an essential cornerstone
of our local communities and our re-
gional economies. These restaurants
were hard-hit by the pandemic.

Despite the excellence of their cui-
sine, over the past 2 years, many inde-
pendent restaurants in Philly, Dela-
ware County, and Montgomery County
struggled to stay in business, and some
permanently shuttered.

The Restaurant Revitalization Fund,
passed as part of the American Rescue
Plan, was a lifeline for the restaurants
that received it. The program provided
grants targeted to the hardest-hit res-
taurants, giving restaurant operators
financial relief to keep their doors
open and keep people employed.

The funds weren’t enough to match
the need. I have heard it from my con-
stituents, and everybody who is listen-
ing has heard it from their constitu-
ents. While roughly 300,000 restaurants
applied for aid, only about 100,000 re-
ceived grants.

For months, I have joined Represent-
ative BLUMENAUER and my colleagues
in calling to replenish the Restaurant
Revitalization Fund, using only funds
recouped from fraudulent claims that
have been made in earlier small busi-
ness relief programs. The Relief for
Restaurants and other Hard Hit Small
Businesses Act will provide additional
financial support to restaurants and
small businesses in the industries that
are still grievously affected by the
coronavirus pandemic.

Mr. Speaker, I am glad this needed
bill is getting a vote on the floor. I
strongly support the rule and its un-
derlying legislation, and I urge all of
my colleagues to recognize that this
issue is still before us and to do the
same.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that my
colleague from New York would love to
have the conversation, would love to
have the conversation in the appro-
priate venue, and I think we would also
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love to have that conversation, par-
ticularly in a committee if we could
hear the bill. But the majority has cho-
sen to shut out almost every single Re-
publican bill and not hold hearings
where that would be the appropriate
venue.

For now, I suggest to my colleague
from New York that he talk to his
leadership about actually hearing this
bill in committee, having the conversa-
tion, and having the transparency and
the input that we could from the pub-
lic. Until that time, Mr. Speaker, this
is our venue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. CARL).

Mr. CARL. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position to the previous question so we
can amend the rules to immediately
consider H.R. 6858, the American En-
ergy Independence from Russia Act.

My friends from the other side of the
aisle want to talk about restaurants,
and restaurants are very important,
but understand that when families
can’t put fuel in their tank, they cer-
tainly cannot afford to eat in a res-
taurant.

We have to get our priorities
straight. Yes, we are bringing them up
now because we cannot get our bills to
the floor. We cannot get our message
out.

This is the fourth time the Repub-
licans have tried to bring this bill up
for a vote, and each time, the Demo-
crats have refused.

Families are suffering as rising fuel
costs are making everything much,
much more expensive, including bread,
clothes, and everything, including
meals at our restaurants.

President Biden’s so-called solutions
do nothing to fix the problems. Tap-
ping into our strategic reserves will do
almost nothing to bring prices down.
All it does is risk our reserves and en-
danger our national security.

This administration is signaling to
the oil and gas companies that they are
going to come after them.

Big Government needs to get out of
the way. Get out of the way of the busi-
nesses, and let the businesses run
themselves.

For example, where I am from on the
Gulf Coast, the Department of the Inte-
rior has allowed one lease sale in the
past year and a half. Under Trump, we
had two a year. We had the one sale
that I am talking about in a year and
a half.

The Biden administration refuses to
uphold the law of two per year, even
though the courts struck down the one
that he had. He refuses to challenge
that to get those lease bids acknowl-
edged.

Biden, what he has said is a lie. I am
sorry, it is an outright lie about what
the drilling companies are. There are
s0o many rules and regulations on the
drilling companies. I understand it. We
have to get the foot of the government
off the back of the necks of our drilling
companies.

Let’s save this country. Let’s don’t
give it away to Russia. Let’s don’t give
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it away to Venezuela. Let’s stand firm
and be Americans, both sides of the
aisle here. I am sorry, I will cool off
here on this one.

Republicans have a real solution to
get American energy back on the mar-
ket and get prices down. This bill will
restart the Keystone XL; it will end
the moratorium; and it will boost the
LNG exports.

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no” vote on
the previous question.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the
President.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I do want to just cor-
rect the record as it relates to the En-
ergy and Commerce Committee. I
think, just this morning, the com-
mittee held a hearing with the heads of
o0il companies, multinational oil com-
panies, to bring them in to talk about
why they refuse to increase supply,
which would bring down the costs.

I didn’t do exceptionally well in eco-
nomics when I was in the State Univer-
sity of New York, but I do remember
the old supply and demand issue. When
demand is high and supply is low,
prices rise. We are going to continue to
work and push and urge those compa-
nies to increase supply to meet demand
and bring the costs down.

There is not much we can do about
what is going on in Ukraine, although
we are desperately trying to help our
brothers and sisters there defend their
democracy, which has had an incred-
ible impact on gas prices.

Let me also remind everyone who is
tuning in, who is watching what is
going on, that the issue before the
House of Representatives today, the
rule that is being considered, is dealing
with the difficulties that have been
faced by restaurants across this coun-
try during the pandemic, which has
now lasted for nearly 2 years: the dis-
placement of workers and the impact
that it has had on communities all
across this country. We are striving to
achieve a solution here that will be
good for everyone across all 50 States
and these small businesses that con-
tinue to be the backbone of our local
economies.

Mr. Speaker, I have been very grate-
ful for the leadership of Mr. BLU-
MENAUER, who has led the charge on
this issue for some time now. I think I
have probably bothered him dozens of
times to ask what we can continue to
do to advance his efforts, and he has
continued to provide leadership.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from Oregon (Mr. BLU-
MENAUER), the sponsor of this bill.

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the gentleman’s courtesy
and I appreciate his leadership and te-
nacity in terms of trying to help our
beleaguered neighborhood restaurants.

Mr. Speaker, our friends on the other
side of the aisle—even if they got their
dream piece of legislation—would not
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make any difference on the price of
gasoline this year or next year. We are
dealing with global supply. One of the
things that will make a difference to
break the grip that we have with the
oligarchs and the sheikhs is being able
to deal with renewable energy that is
not going to hold us hostage.

We have seen remarkable progress
that is made. I am sad that our friends
on the other side of the aisle have been
resistant to these innovations in terms
of solar, wind, electrification, the
things that will really make a dif-
ference today and tomorrow and help
fight the crisis that we face with cli-
mate change and global warming.

This legislation will make a dif-
ference to 177,000 small neighborhood
restaurants and other distressed busi-
nesses. From the beginning of the
COVID-19 pandemic, these neighbor-
hood facilities have been the hardest
hit. You have heard already that they
were subject to over 4 million jobs lost
in the first few months of the pan-
demic.

The unemployment in the restaurant
industry remains stubbornly high, and
approximately 90,000 restaurants have
permanently closed since the start of
the pandemic. We have heard from
countless others that are teetering on
the edge.

Restaurants are the cornerstone of a
livable community. They have em-
ployed nearly 60 percent of Americans
at some point in their career. I would
venture to say that many of us on the
floor of the House have had that expe-
rience. They are a major source of em-
ployment for people of color and
women, and they support a $1 trillion
supply chain from farm to table.

The Federal Government has pro-
vided help for those institutions
through the Restaurant Revitalization
Fund, a program based on my RES-
TAURANTS Act that I introduced in
June of 2020, but the program was over-
subscribed and underfunded. Only one-
third of all applicants were funded,
leaving 177,000 hanging in the balance.

The relief for restaurants and other
hard-hit small businesses will finish
that job. More than 235 Members of the
House are cosponsors of this legisla-
tion, the RESTAURANTS Act, includ-
ing two dozen of my Republican col-
leagues.

My legislation will provide $42 billion
to help fund those restaurants that had
not previously received awards fin-
ishing everybody who is in line.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
an additional 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Oregon.
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Mr. BLUMENAUER. The legislation
provides $13 billion for a separate in-
dustry mneutral fund for small busi-
nesses that have been disproportion-
ately hard hit by the pandemic, such as
live events, travel, hospitality, and fit-
ness. We have all heard from them in
our Districts.

The
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Finally, the legislation extends the
period of time that Shuttered Venue
Operators Grants can be spent to har-
monize it with the Restaurant Revital-
ization Fund.

Best of all, this bill can be paid for
with fraudulent pandemic relief funds
that are recovered.

Mr. Speaker, it is time for us to fin-
ish the job protecting our neighbor-
hood restaurants and other distressed
businesses. I am proud to have spon-
sored this. I deeply appreciate the
broad bipartisan support in the House
and the Senate, and I hope we will
enact it today. I support the rule.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, with
all due respect, restaurants and small
businesses are facing difficulties, and
one of those challenges is high energy
costs. Delivery costs go up. It costs
more for their employees to get to
work. It costs more for all of those
things because of high energy costs. So
this does affect restaurants and small
businesses. I think this affects res-
taurants, small businesses, and every
American.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the
gentleman from California (Mr.
OBERNOLTE).

Mr. OBERNOLTE. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to oppose the previous question so that
we can immediately consider the
American Energy Independence from
Russia Act.

Mr. Speaker, last night I held a town-
hall with over 2,000 of my constituents.

Do you know what was top of mind to
those people?

It was not the previous question. It
was energy prices in America, and par-
ticularly, the price of fuel.

Mr. Speaker, it was heartbreaking to
hear from constituent after con-
stituent after constituent who said
that they were unable to afford the en-
ergy required to get to work and back
just to put food on the table for their
families. Mr. Speaker, you can imagine
how embarrassing and heartbreaking it
was for me to have to admit to my con-
stituents that the reason for those high
energy prices was the actions of their
very own government.

Mr. Speaker, since the beginning of
the current administration, there has
been a concerted effort to constrain the
supply of energy produced here in
America. What we have is a classic
problem of supply and demand. We
don’t have enough supply, and yet this
administration in its very first week
issued an executive order completely
halting the issuance of new gas and oil
exploration permits on Federal lands in
this country. It issued an executive
order stopping the Keystone XL pipe-
line. Mr. Speaker, that pipeline alone,
if it were in operation today, would
allow us to import more than enough
oil to completely offset our oil imports
from Russia.

The tragic thing about this situation
is that the administration is doing this
out of the mistaken belief that it will
make the planet greener. But nothing
could be further from the truth. We
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produce energy more cleanly here in
America than any other country on
Earth.

So when we take actions that require
us to import more oil from places like
Venezuela, which has a 50 percent high-
er lifecycle greenhouse gas emission
per barrel of oil than oil produced here
in America, and when we increase oil
imports from places like Russia that
still utilize dirty practices like meth-
ane flaring—things we haven’t done
here in years—we are actually increas-
ing global greenhouse gas emissions.

Mr. Speaker, if we increase energy
production here, not only will we lower
prices for our constituents who are suf-
fering, and not only will we increase
our national security, but we will also
make our planet a cleaner place.

Mr. Speaker, I urge immediate con-
sideration of the American Independ-
ence from Russia Act.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from the State of Texas (Ms.
JACKSON LEE).

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 1
thank the manager for yielding, and I
thank him for his leadership. I thank,
of course, the chairwoman of the Small
Business Committee, Mr. BLUMENAUER,
and the many supporters who have pro-
vided support for this legislation.

I am hoping that as my colleagues
begin to see the light, that they will
understand that it will be far worse for
all of the employees who are in res-
taurants that may close that they will
not even be employed to think about
paying for any gas prices no matter
how much they might be.

I stand with them to ensure that in-
flation goes down and that we respond
to gasoline prices. But they are not
clear in what we are doing today. We
are helping small and hard-hit busi-
nesses—sole proprietors, independent
contractors, and businesses that are
not over 200 employees—to keep these
employees who have suffered from the
devastation of the pandemic.

We are doing more. We are not spend-
ing an extra penny because we are cap-
turing those dollars from those who
fraudulently used dollars before. So we
are making good on our promise to
spend the American tax dollars cor-
rectly. We are having a data collection.
We are going to have oversight on this
particular program to ensure that it is
spent effectively.

We are going to respond, if you will,
to the needs of the mom and pops, the
really oldest and distinguished res-
taurants like This is It in Houston,
Texas; Burns Original BBQ; and J&J;
as people who have stood the storm
yet, have kept employees but that
didn’t know whether they could keep
their doors open.

This is an important and vital piece
of legislation. I support the underlying
legislation, which is the bill that deals
with relief for restaurants and other
hard-hit small businesses and the un-
derlying rule.

Don’t you get it?
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We are keeping businesses open and
keeping people employed. That is what
we are doing today. Support the rule
and the underlying bill.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of the rule to consider H.R.
3807, the “Relief for Restaurants and Other
Hard Hit Small Businesses Act of 2022,”
which provides $70.6 billion in FY2022 for the
Restaurant Revitalization Fund.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased that this com-
mittee is reconsidering this critical piece of
legislation for America’s restaurant owners.
The American Rescue Plan made great
progress in providing the funding in an equi-
table manner, prioritizing women, veteran, and
economically and socially disadvantaged res-
taurant owners. In addition, the majority of
funds were reserved for restaurants whose
gross receipts were no more than $1,500,000
dollars.

It is essential to promote equity through the
Restaurant Revitalization Fund Mr. Speaker,
considering that only 8 percent of restaurants
are owned by blacks and 23.8% of Asian
owned businesses are restaurants. As legisla-
tors we must do everything we can to ensure
their survival.

To underscore the personal importance this
funding holds to me, | would like to mention a
widely loved, black owned, and historic Third
Ward restaurant: Cream Burger.

Cream Burger sits on the corner of Elgin
and Scott and has been in operation for 60
years. It is a cash only restaurant that has
only had two additions to the menu across the
entirety of its existence: chili cheese fries and
bacon.

The Greenwood family has been serving the
residents of the Third Ward their delicious
burgers and homemade ice cream for dec-
ades and has no plans of closing any time
soon.

The original owners of the restaurant, Verna
and Willie Greenwood, opened the restaurant
to generate their own income and create
generational wealth, which they certainly have
done. Ever since their tragic passing, the busi-
ness is now owned and operated by their
daughters, Beverly and Sandra.

Beverly and Sandra hope to pass the busi-
ness onto the next generation of children so
they can, “see it through. Maybe 100 years,”
Beverly said.

The restaurant sees a range of Third Ward
customers every day, from the students at the
University of Houston to the cashiers working
at the historic Houston Food Mart just down
the street.

Cream Burger is iconic in the city of Hous-
ton, and | hold it in the highest reverence. It,
and so many restaurants like it, is one of
those restaurants that would receive funds
from this legislation.

It is for that reason Mr. Speaker | support
the rule to consider H.R. 3807, the “Relief for
Restaurants and other Hard Hit Small Busi-
nesses Act of 2022.” It will help save so many
businesses like the beloved Cream Burger, so
| urge my colleagues to support the rule as
well.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman
from Iowa (Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS).

Mrs. MILLER-MEEKS. Mr. Speaker,
I thank my colleague for yielding me
time to speak on this critical issue.

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to defeat the previous question
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so we can take up H.R. 6858, the Amer-
ican Energy Independence from Russia
Act. This commonsense legislation in-
troduced by Representatives MCMORRIS
RODGERS and WESTERMAN would re-
quire President Biden to submit an en-
ergy security plan to Congress to
evaluate U.S. oil and natural gas im-
ports, identify importing countries
that pose an energy security risk to
America, and encourage domestic pro-
duction of oil and natural gas to offset
imports from Russia.

In fact, in contrast to our colleague’s
statement, Iowa is a leader in renew-
able energy. Fifty percent of our en-
ergy comes from renewable sources. We
even pay restaurants for their unused
and old cooking oil. We are an energy
exporter, and it is all done without a
government mandate. All of the oil im-
ported from Russia could be offset by
ethanol made from corn in Iowa.

In order for the U.S. to become en-
ergy independent and secure, we must
have an all-of-the-above energy policy.
We must unleash our natural resources
and produce our own clean, efficient
energy here at home to ensure low en-
ergy prices and promote American jobs
in our communities.

Rather than promoting policies that
hamper U.S. energy production and
ceding security to adversarial nations
like Russia, Iran, and Venezuela, we
should promote exploration here at
home and unleash our potential. We
must ensure that the current ban on
Russian energy is sustainable by
prioritizing U.S. energy production, in-
cluding biofuels.

Just last week, the President re-
leased a budget proposal that included
$45 billion on new taxes on domestic
energy production. This comes on top
of other disastrous decisions over the
past year and a half such as those that
halt the Keystone XL pipeline and the
current delay over the 5-year program
for offshore energy leasing in the Gulf
of Mexico. These policies are not work-
ing for hardworking American families
and businesses who are dealing with
high inflation and skyrocketing gas
prices.

The American Independence from
Russia Act would immediately approve
the Keystone XL pipeline, remove re-
strictions on U.S. LNG exports, restart
oil and gas leasing on Federal lands
and waters, and protect energy and
mineral development. These are key
steps we can take to promote U.S. en-
ergy security, and we must take action
now.

For this reason, I urge all of my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’”> on the previous
question. Support H.R. 6858 to make
America energy independent and se-
cure by voting ‘‘no’’ on the previous
question.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I will
say this, that I suspect when, hope-
fully, this bill becomes law and we
have helped save the 178,000 res-
taurants around this country that a
number of my colleagues on the other
side of the aisle will be taking credit
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for it. I hope many of them vote for it
despite their unwillingness to really
have a conversation about it today and
to talk about extraneous issues.

Before I reserve the balance of my
time, I include in the RECORD a Janu-
ary 24, 2022, article from CNBC entitled
‘“‘National Restaurant Association asks
Congress for more grant money as omi-
cron hits industry.”

[From CNBC, Jan. 24, 2022]
NATIONAL RESTAURANT ASSOCIATION ASKS
CONGRESS FOR MORE GRANT MONEY AS OMI-
CRON HITS INDUSTRY
(By Amelia Lucas)

The National Restaurant Association is
asking Congress to replenish the Restaurant
Revitalization Fund as the Covid omicron
variant hits operators’ businesses.

Last year, lawmakers created the $28.6 bil-
lion fund to aid bars and restaurants strug-
gling in the wake of the pandemic. The
grants were designed to make up for a res-
taurant’s full pandemic losses of up to $5
million for a single location or $10 million
for a business with fewer than 20 locations.
Publicly traded companies were ineligible,
but their franchisees could still apply.

Since the fund was depleted, restaurants
have been pushing for Congress to replenish
it. Several lawmakers have introduced legis-
lation to do so, but the bills haven’t gained
traction, and the Biden administration
hasn’t appeared interested in supporting the
measures.

But the latest surge in Covid-19 cases and
its impact on restaurants could change
minds.

The National Restaurant Association’s lat-
est survey of operators found that 88% of res-
taurants saw indoor dining demand wane be-
cause of the omicron variant. More than
three-quarters of respondents told the trade
group that business conditions are worse now
than three months ago. And the majority of
operators said their restaurant is less profit-
able now than it was before the pandemic.

““Alarmingly, the industry still hasn’t re-
created the more than 650,000 jobs lost early
in the pandemic, a loss 45 percent more than
the next closest industry,” the trade group’s
top lobbyist, Sean Kennedy, wrote in a letter
to congressional leadership for both parties.

Kennedy also touted the benefits of the
first round of RRF grants. The trade group
estimates that more than 900,000 restaurants
jobs were saved by the initial round of fund-
ing, and 96 percent of recipients said the
grant made it more likely they could stay in
business. A full replenishment of the fund
would save more than 1.6 million jobs, ac-
cording to the trade group’s estimates.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, 1
yield myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I appreciate
that my colleague from New York
talks about an extraneous issue. But
gas prices and the cost of energy in
America is a serious issue, and it is fac-
ing every American. Every American is
paying more at the pump, and they are
facing the decision in their family
budget of how they are going to use
that.

In 2020, the last administration added
30 million barrels of oil to the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve. Now the
Biden administration is weighing a
plan to release roughly 1 million bar-
rels of oil a day from this reserve for
months on end, and this is after he re-
leased 30 million barrels in early March
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and 50 million barrels of oil back in No-
vember which did nothing to prevent a
spike in energy prices.

Congresswoman MCMORRIS RODGERS
and Congressman WESTERMAN have in-
troduced the American Energy Inde-
pendence Act to reverse President
Biden’s disastrous anti-American en-
ergy policies. This bill is a real solu-
tion, and it needs to be heard. We need
to talk about this to the American peo-
ple.

This bill, H.R. 3807, that we have be-
fore us is not going to help restaurants
and small businesses. But, of course,
that is not the Democrats’ intention
anyway. If it were, they would have
brought this bill through committee
and worked with Republicans to build
an effective piece of legislation.

Instead, their intention is to push
this legislation through that sounds
good so that they can use it as a talk-
ing point to distract from their failed
policies. This bill is just another exam-
ple of the Democrats’ reckless spending
habits. Their solution to the effects of
inflation is to throw even more money
at it.

When will my colleagues learn that
spending is what causes the inflation?

It is time for more pro-growth poli-
cies, not government handouts.

Mr. Speaker, I oppose the rule and
the underlying bill, I ask Members to
do the same, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself the balance of my time.

Mr. Speaker, first let me thank my
colleague and friend, Mrs. FISCHBACH.
We spend a lot of time together in the
Rules Committee, and I always appre-
ciate our conversations. While we may
not agree on issues from time to time,
I always appreciate her earnestness,
and I appreciate her good work.

I want to thank all of my colleagues
for their words in support of the rule
before us today.

As I mentioned earlier, Congress
acted last year to provide much-needed
relief for restaurants and other small
businesses, but we must do much more.
Our economy simply cannot survive
without small businesses, and it is
paramount that we redouble our com-
mitment to ensuring their continued
success.

I pledge to always be an ally in that
fight, and I know my colleagues join
me in that. I look forward to voting in
favor of this effort to bring much-need-
ed relief to local restaurants and the
small business community.

The material previously referred to
by Mrs. FISCHBACH is as follows:

AMENDMENT TO HOUSE RESOLUTION 1033

At the end of the resolution, add the fol-
lowing:

SEC. 2. Immediately upon adoption of this
resolution, the House shall proceed to the
consideration in the House of the bill (H.R.
6858) to strengthen United States energy se-
curity, encourage domestic production of
crude oil, petroleum products, and natural
gas, and for other purposes. All points of
order against consideration of the bill are
waived. The bill shall be considered as read.
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All points of order against provisions in the
bill are waived. The previous question shall
be considered as ordered on the bill and on
any amendment thereto to final passage
without intervening motion except: (1) one
hour of debate equally divided and controlled
by the chair and ranking minority member
of the Committee on Energy and Commerce;
and (2) one motion to recommit.

SEC. 3. Clause 1(c) of rule XIX shall not
apply to the consideration of H.R. 6858.

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, I urge a
‘“‘yes’ vote on the rule and the previous
question, I yield back the balance of
my time, and I move the previous ques-
tion on the resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on ordering the previous
question; and the Speaker pro tempore
announced that the ayes appeared to
have it.

Mrs. FISCHBACH. Mr. Speaker, on
that I demand the yeas and nays.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution
8, the yeas and nays are ordered.

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this question are
postponed.

———
0 1645
RECOMMENDING THAT THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES FIND

PETER K. NAVARRO AND DANIEL
SCAVINO, JR., IN CONTEMPT OF
CONGRESS

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, by direction of the Select
Committee to Investigate the January
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, I call up the report (H. Rept. 117-
284) and accompanying resolution rec-
ommending that the House of Rep-
resentatives find Peter K. Navarro and
Daniel Scavino, Jr., in contempt of
Congress for refusal to comply with
subpoenas duly issued by the Select
Committee to Investigate the January
6th Attack on the United States Cap-
itol, and ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

The Clerk read the title of the report.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 1023, the re-
port is considered read.

The text of the report is as follows:

The Select Committee to Investigate the
January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol, having considered this Report, re-
ports favorably thereon and recommends
that the Report be approved.

The form of the Resolution that the Select
Committee to Investigate the January 6th
Attack on the United States Capitol would
recommend to the House of Representatives
for citing Peter K. Navarro and Daniel
Scavino, Jr., for contempt of Congress pursu-
ant to this Report is as follows:

Resolved, That Peter K. Navarro and Daniel
Scavino, Jr., shall be found to be in con-
tempt of Congress for failure to comply with
congressional subpoenas.

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol,
detailing the refusal of Peter K. Navarro to
produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-
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tigate the January 6th Attack on the United
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to
the United States Attorney for the District
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Navarro be
proceeded against in the manner and form
provided by law.

Resolved, That pursuant to 2 U.S.C. §§ 192
and 194, the Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives shall certify the report of the
Select Committee to Investigate the Janu-
ary 6th Attack on the United States Capitol,
detailing the refusal of Daniel Scavino, Jr.,
to produce documents or appear for a deposi-
tion before the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United
States Capitol as directed by subpoena, to
the United States Attorney for the District
of Columbia, to the end that Mr. Scavino be
proceeded against in the manner and form
provided by law.

Resolved, That the Speaker of the House
shall otherwise take all appropriate action
to enforce the subpoenas.

PURPOSE AND SUMMARY

On January 6, 2021, a violent mob at-
tempted to impede Congress’s constitutional
and statutory mandate to count the elec-
toral votes in the 2020 Presidential election
and launched an assault on the United
States Capitol Complex that resulted in mul-
tiple deaths, physical harm to more than 140
members of law enforcement, and terror and
trauma among staff, institutional employ-
ees, and press. In response, the House adopt-
ed House Resolution 503 on June 30, 2021, es-
tablishing the Select Committee to Inves-
tigate the January 6th Attack on the United
States Capitol (hereinafter referred to as the
“Select Committee’).

The Select Committee is investigating the
facts, circumstances, and causes of the Janu-
ary 6th attack and issues relating to the in-
terference with the peaceful transfer of
power, in order to identify and evaluate
problems and to recommend to the House
and its relevant committees corrective laws,
policies, procedures, rules, or regulations.
This inquiry includes examination of the fac-
tors that influenced, instigated, or contrib-
uted to the attack and how various individ-
uals and entities coordinated their activities
leading up to the attack.

PETER K. NAVARRO

According to published reports, Peter K.
Navarro, a White House trade advisor,
worked with Stephen K. Bannon and others
to develop and implement a plan to delay
Congress’s certification, and ultimately
change the outcome, of the November 2020
Presidential election. In November 2021, Mr.
Navarro published In Trump Time, a book in
which he described this plan as the ‘“‘Green
Bay Sweep’’ and stated that it was designed
as the ‘‘last, best chance to snatch a stolen
election from the Democrats’ jaws of de-
ceit.” In a later interview about his book,
Mr. Navarro added that former-President
Trump was ‘‘on board with the strategy,” as
were more than 100 Members of Congress.2
Previously, Mr. Navarro had publicly re-
leased on his website a three-part report,
dubbed ‘‘The Navarro Report,” repeating
many claims of purported fraud in the elec-
tion that have been discredited in public re-
porting, by State officials, and by courts.3

On February 9, 2022, Chairman BENNIE G.
THOMPSON signed a subpoena for documents
and testimony and transmitted it along with
a cover letter and schedule to Mr. Navarro.4
The subpoena required that Mr. Navarro
produce responsive documents not later than
February 23, 2022, and that Mr. Navarro ap-
pear for a deposition on March 2, 2022.

When Select Committee staff emailed Mr.
Navarro on February 9, 2022, asking whether
he would accept service and had an attorney,
Mr. Navarro replied only: ‘‘yes. no counsel.
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Executive privilege[.]”’5 Select Committee
staff then emailed the subpoena to Mr.
Navarro. Within hours of receiving the sub-
poena, Mr. Navarro released a public state-
ment that clearly indicated he had no inten-
tion of complying with the Select Commit-
tee’s subpoena while also acknowledging
that he had already publicly released infor-
mation that is relevant to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation in his book:

President Trump has invoked Executive
Privilege; and it is not my privilege to
waive. [The Select Committee] should nego-
tiate any waiver of the privilege with the
president and his attorneys directly, not
through me. I refer this tribunal to Chapter
21 of In Trump Time for what is in the public
record about the Green Bay Sweep plan to
insure [sic] election integrity[.]¢

Mr. Navarro also appeared on national tel-
evision on February 10, 2022, discussing sub-
jects that were the focus of the Select Com-
mittee’s subpoena to him.?

On February 24, 2022, Select Committee
staff contacted Mr. Navarro via email about
his failure to produce documents by the Feb-
ruary 23rd deadline in the subpoena. In the
same email, staff reminded Mr. Navarro
about the date for his deposition and notified
him of its location within the U.S. Capitol
campus. Staff also requested that Mr.
Navarro contact the Select Committee for
further details about the deposition or, alter-
natively, to notify the Select Committee if
he did not plan to appear for deposition tes-
timony.8

On February 27, 2022, Mr. Navarro con-
tacted Select Committee staff and said that
“President Trump has invoked [e]xecutive
[plrivilege in this matter; and it is neither
my privilege to waive or Joseph Biden’s
privilege to waive.””® Mr. Navarro did not
provide any evidence that former-President
Trump had ever invoked executive privilege
with respect to any documents in Mr.
Navarro’s personal possession or any testi-
mony that Mr. Navarro could provide. Select
Committee staff responded the same day and
explained that there are areas of inquiry
that do not implicate ‘“‘any executive privi-
lege concerns at all.”10 Select Committee
staff further informed Mr. Navarro that he
could make executive privilege objections
during his deposition and that he must do so
on a ‘‘question-by-question basis’ to ‘‘enable
the Select Committee to better understand
[his] objections and, if necessary, take any
additional steps to address them.’!l Select
Committee staff then asked Mr. Navarro
again whether he intended to appear for his
deposition on March 2, 2022, as required by
the subpoena.

Later the same day, Mr. Navarro responded
to the Select Committee’s email correspond-
ence. Instead of saying whether he intended
to appear for his deposition, Mr. Navarro
asked: ‘“Will this event be open to the public
and press?’’2 Select Committee staff re-
sponded that it would not be open to the
press, that it would be a ‘‘staff-led deposi-
tion, which members of the Select Com-
mittee may also join and in which they may
participate.”’13 Select Committee staff asked
about Mr. Navarro’s document production
and offered to find a new date for the deposi-
tion ‘‘within a reasonable time” if Mr.
Navarro had a scheduling conflict on March
2d.14¢ Mr. Navarro did not respond to that
offer but, the next day, sent the Select Com-
mittee an email saying that he had ‘‘been
clear in my communications on this matter”’
and that ‘it is incumbent on the Committee
to directly negotiate with President Trump
and his attorneys regarding any and all
things related to this matter.’’15

On February 28, 2022, the White House
Counsel’s Office issued a letter to Mr.
Navarro regarding the Select Committee’s
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subpoena. That letter stated: “‘[Iln light of
the unique and extraordinary nature of the
matters under investigation, President Biden
has determined that an assertion of execu-
tive privilege is not in the national interest,
and therefore is not justified, with respect to
particular subjects within the purview of the
Select Committee.””6 The letter further
noted that ‘“‘President Biden accordingly has
decided not to assert executive privilege”
with respect to the testimony of Mr. Navarro
“‘regarding those subjects,” or with respect
to ‘“‘any documents [he] may possess that
bear on them.” Further, the letter stated:
“For the same reasons underlying his deci-
sion on executive privilege, President Biden
has determined that he will not assert im-
munity to preclude [Mr. Navarro] from testi-
fying before the Select Committee.”’17

On March 1, 2022, Select Committee staff
sent another email to Mr. Navarro about his
appearance for testimony as required by the
subpoena. Once again, Select Committee
staff reminded Mr. Navarro that ‘‘there are
topics that the Select Committee believes it
can discuss with [him] without raising any
executive privilege concerns at all, includ-
ing, but not limited to, questions related to
[his] public three-part report about pur-
ported fraud in the November 2020 election
and the plan [he] described in [his] book
called the ‘Green Bay Sweep.’”’18 Select
Committee staff told Mr. Navarro, again,
that if there were any ‘‘specific questions
that raise[d] executive privilege concerns,
[he could] assert [his] objections on the
record and on a question-by-question
basis.”’1® Select Committee staff also pro-
vided Mr. Navarro with information regard-
ing the time and location of his deposition.

Mr. Navarro did not respond to the March
1st email from Select Committee staff. He
has failed to produce documents or appear
for his scheduled deposition by the deadlines
in the February 9, 2022, subpoena.20

Rather than appear for his deposition or
respond directly to the Select Committee,
Mr. Navarro issued a public statement re-
garding his deposition.2! Mr. Navarro pre-
dicted that his interactions with the Select
Committee would be judged by the ‘“‘Supreme
Court, where this case is headed[.]”’22 Mr.
Navarro, however, never filed any case seek-
ing relief from his responsibilities to comply
with the Select Committee’s subpoena.

In United States v. Bryan (1950), the Su-
preme Court emphasized that the subpoena
power is a ‘‘public duty, which every person
within the jurisdiction of the Government is
bound to perform when properly sum-
moned.’’23 The Court recently reinforced this
clear obligation by stating that ‘‘[w]hen Con-
gress seeks information needed for intel-
ligent legislative action, it unquestionably
remains the duty of all citizens to cooper-
ate.”’24

The contempt of Congress statute, 2 U.S.C.
§ 192, makes clear that a witness summoned
before Congress must appear or be ‘‘deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor’” punishable by a
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for
up to 1 year.2> Mr. Navarro’s refusal to com-
ply with the Select Committee’s subpoena in
any way represents willful default under the
law and warrants referral to the United
States Attorney for the District of Columbia
for prosecution for contempt of Congress as
prescribed by law.

DANIEL SCAVINO, JR.

According to many published reports, Dan-
iel Scavino, Jr., a long-time employee of
former-President Trump, was responsible for
social media and communications strategy
for the former President, including with re-
spect to the Trump Campaign’s post-election
efforts to challenge the 2020 election results.
Mr. Scavino worked with Mr. Trump as part
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of the then-President’s campaign to reverse
the election results. This campaign included,
among other things, spreading false informa-
tion via social media regarding alleged elec-
tion fraud and recruiting a crowd to Wash-
ington for the events of January 6th. Mr.
Scavino reportedly attended several meet-
ings with then-President Trump in which
challenges to the election were discussed.
Mr. Scavino also tracked social media on be-
half of former-President Trump, and he did
so at a time when sites reportedly frequented
by Mr. Scavino suggested the possibility of
violence on January 6th. The Select Com-
mittee therefore has reason to believe that
Mr. Scavino may have had advance warning
about the potential for violence on January
6th.

Mr. Scavino did not only work as a White
House official. He separately promoted ac-
tivities designed to advance Mr. Trump’s
success as a Presidential candidate. He con-
tinued to do so after the 2020 election, pro-
moting activities designed to reverse the
outcome of a lost election.

Mr. Scavino’s public statements and re-
ported conduct make clear the relevance of
his testimony and documents for the Select
Committee’s investigation.

On October 6, 2021,26 Chairman THOMPSON
signed a subpoena for documents and testi-
mony and transmitted it along with a cover
letter and schedule to Mr. Scavino.2” On Oc-
tober 8, 2021, U.S. Marshals served this sub-
poena at Mar-a-Lago, Mr. Scavino’s reported
place of employment, to Ms. Susan Wiles,
who represented herself as chief of staff to
former-President Trump and as authorized
to accept service on Mr. Scavino’s behalf.28
The subpoena required that Mr. Scavino
produce responsive documents not later than
October 21, 2021, and that Mr. Scavino appear
for a deposition on October 28, 2021. Subse-
quent communications between counsel for
Mr. Scavino and Chairman THOMPSON, how-
ever, did not result in Mr. Scavino’s agree-
ment to appear for testimony or produce
documents.

Attempting to reach an accommodation
with Mr. Scavino, Chairman THOMPSON
granted multiple extensions for the deposi-
tion and production of documents:

® Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document
production deadline to October 28, 2021, and
the deposition to November 4, 2021.29

® Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman again deferred the docu-
ment production deadline to November 4,
2021, and the deposition to November 12,
2021.30

® Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document
production deadline to November 5, 2021.31

® Per Mr. Scavino’s request for an exten-
sion, the Chairman deferred the document
production deadline to November 15, 2021,
and the deposition to November 19, 2021.32

® The Chairman extended the document
production deadline to November 29, 2021,
and the deposition to December 1, 2021.33

o Following the U.S. Supreme Court’s de-
nial of a stay in Trump v. Thompson, the
Chairman offered Mr. Scavino an additional
opportunity to indicate his intent to cooper-
ate with the investigation and comply with
the subpoena by February 8, 2022.3¢

Despite all these extensions, to date, Mr.
Scavino has not produced a single document,
nor has he appeared for testimony.

On March 15, 2022, the White House Coun-
sel’s Office issued a letter to Mr. Scavino’s
attorney regarding the Select Committee’s
subpoena. That letter stated, ‘‘President
Biden has determined that an assertion of
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executive privilege is not in the national in-
terest, and therefore is not justified, with re-
spect to particular subjects within the pur-
view of the Select Committee.”’3> Further,
“President Biden accordingly has decided
not to assert executive privilege as to Mr.
Scavino’s testimony regarding those sub-
jects, or any documents he may possess that
bear on them. For the same reasons under-
lying his decision on executive privilege,
President Biden has determined that he will
not assert immunity to preclude [Mr.
Scavino] from testifying before the Select
Committee.’’36

In United States v. Bryan (1950), the Su-
preme Court emphasized that the subpoena
power is a ‘‘public duty, which every person
within the jurisdiction of the Government is
bound to perform when properly sum-
moned.”’3” The Court recently reinforced this
clear obligation by stating that ‘‘[w]hen Con-
gress seeks information needed for intel-
ligent legislative action, it unquestionably
remains the duty of all citizens to cooper-
ate.”’s8

The contempt of Congress statute, 2 U.S.C.
§ 192, makes clear that a witness summoned
before Congress must appear or be ‘‘deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor’” punishable by a
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for
up to 1 year.3® Mr. Scavino’s refusal to com-
ply with the Select Committee’s subpoena in
any way represents willful default under the
law and warrants referral to the United
States Attorney for the District of Columbia
for prosecution for contempt of Congress as
prescribed by law.

BACKGROUND ON THE SELECT COMMITTEE’S

INVESTIGATION

House Resolution 503 provides that the
enumerated purposes of the Select Com-
mittee include investigating and reporting
upon the ‘‘facts, circumstances, and causes
relating to the January 6, 2021, domestic ter-
rorist attack upon the United States Capitol
Complex . . . and relating to the interference
with the peaceful transfer of power.”’40 As
part of this charge, the Select Committee is
examining the ‘“‘influencing factors that fo-
mented such an attack on American rep-
resentative democracy.”’4!

The Supreme Court has long held that Con-
gress has a constitutional duty to conduct
oversight. ‘“The power of the Congress to
conduct investigations is inherent in the leg-
islative process,”42 and the capacity to en-
force said investigatory power ‘‘is an essen-
tial and appropriate auxiliary to the legisla-
tive function.”43 ‘““Absent such a power, a
legislative body could not ‘wisely or effec-
tively’ evaluate those conditions ‘which the
legislation is intended to affect or
change.’ ’4¢

The oversight powers of House and Senate
committees are also codified in legislation.
For example, the Legislative Reorganization
Act of 1946 directed committees to ‘‘exercise
continuous watchfulness’ over the executive
branch’s implementation of programs within
its jurisdictions,?5 and the Legislative Reor-
ganization Act of 1970 authorized committees
to ‘“‘review and study, on a continuing basis,
the application, administration, and execu-
tion” of laws.46

The Select Committee was properly con-
stituted under section 2(a) of House Resolu-
tion 503, 117th Congress. As required by that
resolution, Members of the Select Com-
mittee were selected by the Speaker, after
‘“‘consultation with the minority leader.”’4” A
bipartisan selection of Members was ap-
pointed pursuant to House Resolution 503 on
July 1, 2021, and July 26, 2021.48

Pursuant to House rule XI and House Reso-
lution 503, the Select Committee is author-
ized ‘‘to require, by subpoena or otherwise,
the attendance and testimony of such wit-
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nesses and the production of books, records,
correspondence, memoranda, papers, and
documents as it considers necessary.’’4® Fur-
ther, section 5(c)(4) of House Resolution 503
provides that the Chairman of the Select
Committee may ‘‘authorize and issue sub-
poenas pursuant to clause 2(m) of rule XI in
the investigation and study’ conducted pur-
suant to the enumerated purposes and func-
tions of the Select Committee. The Select
Committee’s authorizing resolution further
states that the Chairman ‘“‘may order the
taking of depositions, including pursuant to
subpoena, by a Member or counsel of the Se-
lect Committee, in the same manner as a
standing committee pursuant to section
3(b)(1) of House Resolution 8, One Hundred
Seventeenth Congress.’’50
PETER K. NAVARRO

A. The Select Committee seeks information from

Mr. Navarro central to its investigative pur-

poses.

The Select Committee seeks information
from Mr. Navarro central to its investigative
responsibilities delegated to it by the House
of Representatives. This includes the obliga-
tion to investigate and report on the facts,
circumstances, and causes of the attack on
January 6, 2021, and on the facts, cir-
cumstances, and causes ‘‘relating to the in-
terference with the peaceful transfer of
power.’’51

The events of January 6, 2021, involved
both a physical assault on the Capitol build-
ing and law enforcement personnel pro-
tecting it and an attack on the constitu-
tional process central to the peaceful trans-
fer of power following a Presidential elec-
tion. The counting of electoral college votes
by Congress is a component of that transfer
of power that occurs every January 6th fol-
lowing a Presidential election. This event is
part of a complex process, mediated through
the free and fair elections held in jurisdic-
tions throughout the country, and through
the statutory and constitutional processes
set up to confirm and validate the results. In
the case of the 2020 Presidential election, the
January 6th electoral college vote count oc-
curred following a series of efforts in the pre-
ceding weeks by Mr. Trump and his sup-
porters to challenge the legitimacy of, dis-
rupt, delay, and overturn the election re-
sults.

According to eyewitness accounts as well
as the statements of participants in the at-
tack on January 6, 2021, a purpose of the as-
sault was to stop the process of validating
what then-President Trump, his supporters,
and his allies had falsely characterized as a
“‘stolen” or ‘‘fraudulent’” election. The
claims regarding the 2020 election results
were advanced and amplified in the weeks
leading up to the January 6th assault, even
after courts across the country had resound-
ingly rejected lawsuits claiming election
fraud and misconduct, and after all States
had certified the election results. As part of
this effort, Mr. Trump and his associates
spread false information about, and cast
doubts on, the elections in Arizona, Pennsyl-
vania, Michigan, and Georgia, among other
States, and pressed Federal, State, and local
officials to use their authorities to challenge
the election results.

To fulfill its investigative responsibilities,
the Select Committee needs to understand
the events and communications in which Mr.
Navarro reportedly participated or that he
observed. He has publicly acknowledged
playing a role in devising a post-election
strategy to change the outcome of the elec-
tion and promoting claims of election fraud
intended to further that strategy. These ac-
tions were outside his official governmental
duties at the time.

As Assistant to the President and Director
of Trade and Manufacturing Policy, Mr.
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Navarro’s role in government was to assist
the President in formulating and imple-
menting trade policy. Former-President
Trump created Mr. Navarro’s position by
Presidential Executive Order No. 13797 in
2017.52 The mission of the office that Mr.
Navarro led was to ‘‘defend and serve Amer-
ican workers and domestic manufacturers
while advising the President on policies to
increase economic growth, decrease the
trade deficit, and strengthen the United
States manufacturing and defense industrial
bases.’’® Additionally, the office’s respon-
sibilities included: ‘‘(a) advis[ing] the Presi-
dent on innovative strategies and
promot[ing] trade policies consistent with
the President’s stated goals; (b) serv[ing] as
a liaison between the White House and the
Department of Commerce and undertak[ing]
trade-related special projects as requested by
the President; and (c) help[ing to] improve
the performance of the executive branch’s
domestic procurement and hiring policies,
including through the implementation of the
policies described in Executive Order 13788 of
April 18, 2017 (Buy American and Hire Amer-
ican).’’5¢ In March 2020, President Trump also
signed Executive Order No. 13911, which
named Mr. Navarro as the National Defense
Production Act Policy Coordinator, which
gave the Office of Trade and Manufacturing
Policy authority to address potential short-
falls in pandemic-related resources such as
ventilators and personal protective equip-
ment.5s

The Select Committee does not seek docu-
ments or testimony from Mr. Navarro re-
lated to his official duties as a Federal offi-
cial. None of the official responsibilities of
Mr. Navarro’s positions included advising
President Trump about the 2020 Presidential
election or the roles and responsibilities of
Congress and the Vice President during the
January 6, 2021, joint session of Congress.
Nor did those official duties involve re-
searching or promoting claims of election
fraud. Nevertheless, after the 2020 Presi-
dential election, Mr. Navarro became in-
volved in efforts to convince the public that
widespread fraud had affected the election.
Federal law did not allow Mr. Navarro to use
his official office to attempt to affect the
outcome of an election.?¢ When Mr. Navarro
engaged in these activities, and other activi-
ties described below, he was acting outside
the scope of his official duties.

In December 2020, Mr. Navarro released a
three-part report on purported fraud in the
election on his personal website. The chap-
ters of the report, titled ‘“Volume One: The
Immaculate Deception,” ‘“Volume Two: The
Art of the Steal,”” and ‘“Volume Three: Yes,
President Trump Won’’ (collectively, ‘‘The
Navarro Report’), discuss, among other
things, disproven claims of alleged voter
fraud and cite to sources such as Stephen
Bannon’s ‘“War Room: Pandemic’” podcasts
and unsupported allegations from cases
around the country that courts dismissed.5”
In a press call on December 17, 2020, to an-
nounce his report, Mr. Navarro acknowl-
edged that he wrote the report ‘‘as a private
citizen” and, in doing so, wanted to address
what he called ‘“‘outright fraud’ in the 2020
Presidential election.58

The Select Committee’s investigation has
revealed that ‘“The Navarro Report” was
shared, in whole or in part, by individuals
who made public claims about purported
fraud in the election, including Professor
John Eastman and then-White House Chief
of Staff Mark Meadows.?®® Notably, then-
President Trump included a link to volume
one of ‘“The Navarro Report” in the same
tweet in which he first announced that he
would speak at a rally in Washington on
January 6, 2021.6¢© Mr. Navarro has claimed
that Mr. Trump ‘“himself had distributed
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Volume One of the report to every member
of the House and Senate” before January 6,
2021.61 Specific allegations contained in ‘“The
Navarro Report’ were also used as justifica-
tion in attempts to convince State legisla-
tors to de-certify their State’s popular vote
and appoint Trump-Pence electoral college
electors.®2 And, the report was cited in liti-
gation that, if successful, would have re-
sulted in a declaration that the Vice Presi-
dent alone could decide which electoral col-
lege votes to count during the January 6,
2021, joint session of Congress.63

Mr. Navarro also reportedly worked with
members of the Trump Campaign’s legal
team to directly encourage State legislators
to overturn the results of the 2020 election.
On January 2, 2021, Mr. Navarro joined a call
with Phill Kline, Rudy Giuliani, Professor
John Eastman, John Lott, Jr., then-Presi-
dent Trump, and hundreds of State legisla-
tors. During the call, Mr. Navarro discussed
his report on voter fraud and told the State
legislators: ‘“Your job, I believe, is to take
action, action, action . .. The situation is
dire.”’6¢ In that same call, Mr. Trump told
the State legislators that they were the best
chance to change the certified results of the
Presidential election in certain States be-
cause ‘‘[y]Jou are the real power . .. [ylou're
more important than the courts. You're
more important than anything because the
courts keep referring to you, and you’re the
ones that are going to make the decision.’’65

In the days leading up to January 6, 2021,
according to evidence obtained by the Select
Committee, Mr. Navarro also encouraged
Mark Meadows (and possibly others) to call
Roger Stone to discuss January 6th.66 When
Roger Stone appeared to testify before the
Select Committee and was asked questions
about the events of January 6th, he repeat-
edly invoked his Fifth Amendment right
against self-incrimination.

Mr. Navarro wrote about ‘“The Navarro Re-
port” and his efforts to change the outcome
of the 2020 election in his recently published
book, Im Trump Time.6™ In his book, Mr.
Navarro described actions he took to affect
the outcome of the election, including en-
couraging President Trump in early-Novem-
ber 2020 not to announce that he would seek
election in 2024 because doing so would ac-
knowledge that he had actually lost the 2020
Presidential election.68 Mr. Navarro also
wrote that he called Attorney General Wil-
liam P. Barr to ask that the Department of
Justice intervene and support President
Trump’s legal efforts to challenge the results
of the 2020 election, which Attorney General
Barr refused to do.® Mr. Navarro also wrote
in his book that he kept a journal of post-
election activities like those described
above.70

Mr. Navarro also claimed credit for con-
cocting a plan with Stephen Bannon to over-
turn the election results in various States
dubbed the ‘“‘Green Bay Sweep.”’”r In his
book, Mr. Navarro described the ‘‘Green Bay
Sweep’’ as ‘‘our last, best chance to snatch a
stolen election,” and ‘‘keep President Trump
in the White House for a second term.’”’72 The
plan was to encourage Vice President Mi-
chael R. Pence, as President of the Senate,
to delay certification of the electoral college
votes during the January 6th joint session of
Congress and send the election back to the
State legislatures.”™ Mr. Navarro’s theory is
similar to the theory that Professor John
Eastman advocated before January 6th, and
that President Trump explicitly encouraged
during his speech on the Ellipse on January
6th.”4 On January 6th, the day to implement
the ‘“‘Green Bay Sweep,”” Mr. Navarro had
multiple calls with Mr. Bannon, including
during and after the attack on the U.S. Cap-
itol.7”» Mr. Navarro has stated that he be-
lieved his strategy ‘‘started flawlessly” but
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was thwarted when ‘‘two things went awry:
[Vice President] Pence’s betrayal, and, of
course, the violence that erupted on Capitol
Hill, which provided [Vice President] Pence,
[and Congressional leaders] an excuse to
abort the Green Bay sweep.”’76

This information demonstrates Mr.
Navarro’s clear relevance to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation and provides the foun-
dation for its subpoena for Mr. Navarro’s tes-
timony and document production. Congress,
through the Select Committee, is entitled to
discover facts concerning what led to the at-
tack on the U.S. Capitol on January 6th, as
well as White House officials’ actions and
communications during and after the attack.
B. Mr. Navarro has refused to comply with the

Select Committee’s subpoena for testimony
and documents.

On February 9, 2022, Chairman THOMPSON
signed and issued a subpoena, cover letter,
and schedule to Mr. Navarro ordering the
production of both documents and testimony
relevant to the Select Committee’s inves-
tigation into ‘“‘important activities that led
to and informed the events at the Capitol on
January 6, 2021.”’77 Chairman THOMPSON’s let-
ter identified public reports describing Mr.
Navarro’s activities and past statements,
documenting some of the public information
that gave the Select Committee reason to
believe Mr. Navarro possesses information
about matters within the scope of the Select
Committee’s inquiry.

The accompanying letter set forth a sched-
ule specifying categories of related docu-
ments sought by the Select Committee on
topics including, but not limited to:

e communications, documents, and infor-
mation that are evidence of the claims of
purported fraud in the three-volume
‘““Navarro Report’’;

® documents and communications related
to plans, efforts, or discussions regarding
challenging, decertifying, delaying the cer-
tification of, overturning, or contesting the
results of the 2020 election; and

® communications with Stephen Bannon,
Members of Congress, State and local offi-
cials, other White House employees, or rep-
resentatives of the Trump reelection cam-
paign about election fraud and delaying or
preventing the certification of 2020 Presi-
dential election.

The subpoena required Mr. Navarro to
produce the requested documents to the Se-
lect Committee on February 23, 2022, at 10
a.m. and required Mr. Navarro’s presence for
the taking of testimony on March 2, 2022, at
10 a.m.™

As described above, Mr. Navarro had a
brief exchange with Select Committee staff
after accepting service of the subpoena and
also made public comments indicating that
he would not appear or provide documents as
required by the subpoena. Indeed, Mr.
Navarro failed to produce any documents by
the February 23, 2022, deadline, and did not
appear for his deposition on March 2, 2022.79
In his public and non-public communications
with the Select Committee, Mr. Navarro
vaguely referred to ‘‘[e]xecutive [p]rivilege,”’
with no further explanation, as his only rea-
son for failing to comply with the Select
Committee’s subpoena.

C. Mr. Navarro’s purported basis for non-com-
pliance is wholly without merit.

Congress has the power to compel wit-
nesses to testify and produce documents.80
An individual—whether a member of the
public or an executive branch official—has a
legal (and patriotic) obligation to comply
with a duly issued and valid congressional
subpoena, unless a valid and overriding privi-
lege or other legal justification permits non-
compliance.8! In United States v. Bryan, the
Supreme Court stated:
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A subpoena has never been treated as an
invitation to a game of hare and hounds, in
which the witness must testify only if cor-
nered at the end of the chase. If that were
the case, then, indeed, the great power of
testimonial compulsion, so necessary to the
effective functioning of courts and legisla-
tures, would be a nullity. We have often
iterated the importance of this public duty,
which every person within the jurisdiction of
the Government is bound to perform when
properly summoned.82

As more fully described below, the Select
Committee sought testimony from Mr.
Navarro on topics and interactions as to
which there can be no conceivable privilege
claim. Mr. Navarro has refused to testify in
response to the subpoena ostensibly based on
a blanket assertion of executive privilege
purportedly asserted by former-President
Trump. The Supreme Court has recognized
an implied constitutional privilege pro-
tecting Presidential communications.83
Under certain circumstances, executive
privilege may be invoked to bar congres-
sional inquiry into communications covered
by the privilege. However, the Court has held
that the privilege is qualified, not absolute,
and that it is limited to communications
made ‘‘in performance of [a President’s] re-
sponsibilities of his office and made in the
process of shaping policies and making deci-
sions.”’8 The U.S. Court of Appeals for the
D.C. Circuit has already assessed generalized
privilege assertions by Mr. Trump in relation
to information sought by the Select Com-
mittee and purportedly protected by execu-
tive privilege. That court concluded that
‘““the profound interests in disclosure ad-
vanced by President Biden and the January
6th Committee far exceed [Donald Trump’s]
generalized concerns for Executive Branch
confidentiality.”’8® Executive privilege has
not been properly invoked with respect to
Mr. Navarro, is not applicable to the testi-
mony and documents sought by the Select
Committee, and does mnot justify Mr.
Navarro’s refusal to appear in any event.

1. President Biden decided not to invoke exec-
utive privilege to prevent testimony by Mv.
Navarro, and Mr. Trump has not invoked
executive privilege with respect to Mnr.
Navarro.

In his February 9, 2022, email to the Select
Committee before receiving the subpoena and
reviewing the documents sought by the Se-
lect Committee, Mr. Navarro cryptically
claimed, ‘‘[e]xecutive [p]rivilege,”” but of-
fered no reason why executive privilege
would shield from disclosure to the Select
Committee all of Mr. Navarro’s testimony or
the documents in Mr. Navarro’s personal
custody and control.8¢ Moreover, Mr.
Navarro has put forward no evidence to sup-
port a valid assertion of executive privilege.

President Biden provided his considered
determination that invoking executive privi-
lege, and asserting immunity, to prevent Mr.
Navarro’s testimony and document produc-
tion would not be ‘“‘in the national interest,
and therefore is not justified, with respect to
particular subjects within the purview of the
Select Committee.”’8” Mr. Navarro has also
offered no evidence that former-President
Trump has asserted executive privilege, and
the Select Committee has had no commu-
nications with the former President regard-
ing Mr. Navarro. Without an assertion of ex-
ecutive privilege by Mr. Trump to the Select
Committee, and with the considered deter-
mination of the current President not to as-
sert any immunity or executive privilege,
Mr. Navarro cannot establish the
foundational element of a claim of executive
privilege: an invocation of the privilege by
the executive.

In United States v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. 1, 7-8
(1953), the Supreme Court held that execu-
tive privilege:
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[Blelongs to the Government and must be
asserted by it; it can neither be claimed nor
waived by a private party. It is not to be
lightly invoked. There must a formal claim
of privilege, lodged by the head of the de-
partment which has control over the matter,
after actual personal consideration by that
officer.s8

Here, President Biden has decided not to
assert executive privilege. But even if this
formal determination by the President as
the head of the executive branch was not
enough to stop the valid assertion of execu-
tive privilege (and it was with respect to Mr.
Navarro), Mr. Navarro’s assertion cannot be
valid because the Select Committee has not
been provided with any invocation of execu-
tive privilege—whether formal or informal—
by the former President.8® In any event, Mr.
Navarro’s second-hand, categorical assertion
of privilege, without any description of the
specific documents or specific testimony
over which privilege is claimed, is insuffi-
cient to activate a claim of executive privi-
lege.

2. Even if Mr. Trump had actually invoked
erecutive privilege, the privilege would
not bar the Select Committee from law-
fully obtaining the documents and testi-
mony it seeks from Mr. Navarro.

The law is clear that executive privilege
does not extend to discussions relating to
non-governmental business or among private
citizens.% In In re Sealed Case (Espy), 121 F.3d
729, 752 (D.C. Cir. 1997), the court explained
that the Presidential communications privi-
lege covers ‘‘communications authored or so-
licited and received by those members of an
immediate White House adviser’s staff who
have broad and significant responsibility for
investigating and formulating the advice to
be given the President on the particular
matter to which the communications re-
late.” The court stressed that the privilege
only applies to communications intended to
advise the President ‘‘on official government
matters.”’91

The Select Committee does not seek infor-
mation from Mr. Navarro on trade policy or
other official decision-making within his
sphere of official responsibility. Rather, as
noted above, the Select Committee seeks in-
formation from Mr. Navarro on a range of
subjects unrelated to his or the President’s
official duties or related to his communica-
tions with people outside government about
matters outside the scope of Mr. Navarro’s
official duties. These include the following
topics:

e Mr. Navarro’s interactions with private
citizens, Members of Congress, or others out-
side the White House related to the 2020 elec-
tion or efforts to overturn its results, includ-
ing matters related to the ‘‘Green Bay
Sweep’’ strategy for changing the election
results that Mr. Navarro developed with Ste-
phen Bannon, who was not a White House
employee during the relevant period;

® the reports, and purported factual sup-
port for the reports, that Mr. Navarro him-
self acknowledged he prepared in his capac-
ity ‘‘as a private citizen’’;

® the connections, involvement, and plan-
ning for January 6th events by Mr. Navarro,
Roger Stone, and other individuals who have
refused to provide testimony to the Select
Committee; and

® subjects covered by the book that he
wrote and publicly released, such as private
calls he made to Attorney General Barr to
‘“‘plead [the] case’ for the Department of
Justice to take action related to purported
election fraud,®? his calls and meetings with
Rudy Giuliani and others associated with the
Trump reelection campaign,® and his experi-
ence in Washington, DC, and around The Na-
tional Mall on January 6, 2021.%4
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There is no conceivable claim of executive
privilege over documents and testimony re-
lated to those topics.

Moreover, any claim of executive privilege
and the need to maintain confidentiality is
severely undermined, if not entirely vitiated,
by Mr. Navarro’s extensive public disclosure
of his communications with the former
President, including on issues directly impli-
cated by the Select Committee’s subpoena.
Mr. Navarro’s recently published book de-
scribed his efforts to overturn the 2020 elec-
tion and several meetings with then-Presi-
dent Trump about those efforts. The day
after he was served with the Select Com-
mittee subpoena, Mr. Navarro appeared on
national television to discuss the subpoena
and his efforts to overturn the 2020 election.
Mr. Navarro’s public disclosures relating to
the very subjects of interest to the Select
Committee foreclose a claim of executive
privilege with respect to those disclosures.%

Even with respect to Select Committee in-
quiries that involve Mr. Navarro’s direct
communications with Mr. Trump, executive
privilege does not bar Select Committee ac-
cess to that information. Only communica-
tions that relate to official Government
business can be covered by the Presidential
communications privilege.¢ Based on his
role as Director of Trade and Manufacturing
Policy, Mr. Navarro may have had ‘‘broad
and significant responsibility for inves-
tigating and formulating . . . advice to be
given the President’” on manufacturing or
trade matters, in which case communica-
tions with the President related to those
‘“‘particular matters’” might be within execu-
tive privilege.®” However, communications
on matters unrelated to official Government
business—and outside the scope of Mr.
Navarro’s official duties—would not be privi-
leged.? Indeed, the Select Committee did not
intend to seek any information related to
Mr. Navarro’s role as Director of Trade and
Manufacturing Policy, and instead was con-
cerned exclusively with obtaining informa-
tion about events in which Mr. Navarro par-
ticipated or witnessed in his private, unoffi-
cial capacity.

Moreover, even with respect to any sub-
jects of concern that arguably involve offi-
cial Presidential communications about offi-
cial Government business, the Select Com-
mittee’s need for this information to inves-
tigate the facts and circumstances sur-
rounding the January 6th assault on the U.S.
Capitol and the Nation’s democratic institu-
tions far outweighs any generalized execu-
tive branch interest in maintaining con-
fidentiality at this point. The U.S. Court of
Appeals has recognized this in circumstances
when Mr. Trump has formally asserted exec-
utive privilege (unlike with Mr. Navarro),%
and the incumbent President has concluded
that ‘‘an assertion of executive privilege is
not in the national interest, and therefore is
not justified, with respect to particular sub-
jects within the purview of the Select Com-
mittee . . . [including] efforts to alter elec-
tion results or obstruct the transfer of
power.’’100

3. Mr. Navarro is not immune from testifying
or producing documents in response to the
subpoena.

Finally, even if executive privilege may
apply to some aspect of Mr. Navarro’s testi-
mony, he, like other witnesses, was required
to produce a privilege log with respect to
any withheld documents noting any applica-
ble privileges with specificity, and to appear
before the Select Committee for his deposi-
tion to answer any questions concerning
non-privileged information and assert any
applicable privileges on a question-by-ques-
tion basis. He did none of those things. Al-
though he has not actually claimed that he
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is immune from testifying or producing doc-

uments to Congress, such a claim would not

prevent Mr. Navarro’s cooperation with the

Select Committee on the subjects described

in this Report.

As explained, President Biden has deter-
mined that it is not in the national interest
to assert immunity that Mr. Navarro could
claim would prevent testimony before the
Select Committee. And neither former-Presi-
dent Trump nor Mr. Navarro have asserted
any claim of testimonial immunity to pre-
vent Mr. Navarro from testifying in a deposi-
tion with the Select Committee. President
Biden, on the other hand, affirmatively de-
cided not to assert such immunity. In any
event, all courts that have reviewed pur-
ported immunity have been clear: even sen-
ior White House aides who advise the Presi-
dent on official Government business are not
immune from compelled congressional proc-
ess.101

The general theory that a current or
former White House senior advisor may be
immune from testifying before Congress is
based entirely on internal memoranda from
the Department of Justice’s Office of Legal
Counsel (‘“‘OLC’’) that courts, in relevant
parts, have uniformly rejected.l92 But even
those internal memoranda do not claim such
immunity from testimony for circumstances
like those now facing Mr. Navarro. Those in-
ternal memoranda do not address a situation
in which the incumbent President has de-
cided to not assert immunity. And by their
own terms, the OLC opinions apply only to
testimony ‘“‘about [a senior official’s] official
duties,” not testimony about unofficial ac-
tions or private conduct.l%3 Indeed, in OLC
opinions dating back to, at least, the 1970s,
OLC has qualified its own position by advo-
cating for the testimonial immunity of cer-
tain White House advisors before Congress
“unless [Congress’s] inquiry is related to their
private conduct.”’1%¢ As described in this Re-
port, the Select Committee seeks testimony
from Mr. Navarro about, among other
things, the ‘‘Green Bay Sweep’’ plan he de-
veloped to overturn the election and his cre-
ation and publication of ‘“The Navarro Re-
port,” conduct that was not part of his offi-
cial duties and that he admittedly engaged
in ‘“‘as a private citizen.”” Mr. Navarro is not
immune from testifying before the Select
Committee.

Moreover, there is not, nor has there ever
been, any purported immunity for senior
White House advisors from producing non-
privileged documents to Congress when re-
quired by subpoena to do so. Mr. Navarro did
not produce any documents, and there is no
theory of immunity that justifies his whole-
sale non-compliance with the Select Com-
mittee’s demand.

For the reasons stated above, Mr.
Navarro’s own conduct and the determina-
tion by the current executive would override
any claim of privilege or immunity (even as-
suming Mr. Trump had invoked executive
privilege with respect to Mr. Navarro). Fur-
thermore, Mr. Navarro has refused to appear
and assert executive privilege on a question-
by-question basis, making it impossible for
the Select Committee to consider any good-
faith executive privilege assertions. And, as
discussed above, claims of testimonial im-
munity and executive privilege are wholly
inapplicable to the range of subjects about
which the Select Committee seeks Mr.
Navarro’s testimony and that Mr. Navarro
has seemingly acknowledged involve non-
privileged matters.

D. Mr. Navarro’s failure to appear or produce
documents in response to the subpoena war-
rants holding Mr. Navarro in contempt.

An individual who fails or refuses to com-
ply with a House subpoena may be cited for
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contempt of Congress.1% Pursuant to 2 U.S.C.

§ 192, the willful refusal to comply with a

congressional subpoena is punishable by a

fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for

up to 1 year. A committee may vote to seek

a contempt citation against a recalcitrant

witness. This action is then reported to the

House. If a contempt resolution is adopted

by the House, the matter is referred to a U.S.

Attorney, who has a duty to refer the matter

to a grand jury for an indictment.106

In a series of email correspondence, Select
Committee staff advised Mr. Navarro that
his blanket and general claim of ‘‘[e]xecutive
[plrivilege” did not absolve him of his obli-
gation to produce documents and testify in a
deposition. Select Committee staff made
clear that it wished to obtain information
from Mr. Navarro about topics that would
not raise ‘‘any executive privilege concerns
at all”’ and that Mr. Navarro could assert
any ‘‘objections on the record and on a ques-
tion-by-question basis.””107 Mr. Navarro’s
failure to appear for deposition or produce
responsive documents constitutes a willful
failure to comply with the subpoena.

DANIEL SCAVINO, JR.

A. The Select Committee seeks information from
Mr. Scavino central to its investigative pur-
poses.

Mr. Scavino’s testimony and document
production are critical to the Select Com-
mittee’s investigation. Mr. Scavino is
uniquely positioned to illuminate the extent
of knowledge and involvement of the former
President, Members of Congress, and other
individuals and organizations in the plan-
ning and instigation of the attack on the
Capitol on January 6th, including whether
and how these various parties were collabo-
rating. Information in Mr. Scavino’s posses-
sion is essential to putting other witnesses’
testimony and productions into appropriate
context and to ensuring the Select Com-
mittee can fully and expeditiously complete
its work.

Mr. Scavino served the former President in
various roles related to social media ac-
counts and strategy, from the 2016 Presi-
dential campaign through his service across
the tenure of the Trump administration, in-
cluding as Deputy Chief of Staff for Commu-
nications during the time most critical to
the Select Committee’s investigation. Mr.
Scavino’s activities on Mr. Trump’s behalf
went beyond the official duties of a member
of the White House staff. Mr. Scavino ac-
tively promoted Mr. Trump’s political cam-
paign through social media. Scavino was also
reportedly present for meetings in November
2020 where then-President Trump consulted
with outside advisors about ways to chal-
lenge the results of the 2020 election.108

Further, the Select Committee has reason
to believe that Mr. Scavino was with then-
President Trump on January 5th and Janu-
ary 6th and was party to conversations re-
garding plans to challenge, disrupt, or im-
pede  the official  congressional pro-
ceedings.19 Mr. Scavino spoke with Mr.
Trump multiple times by phone on January
6th,110 and was present with Mr. Trump dur-
ing the period when Americans inside the
Capitol building and across the country were
urgently calling on Mr. Trump for help to
halt the violence at the Capitol, but Mr.
Trump failed to immediately take actions to
stop it.111

The Select Committee also has reason to
believe that Mr. Scavino may have had ad-
vance warning of the possibility of violence
on January 6th. Public reporting notes that
Mr. Scavino had a history of monitoring
websites where, in the weeks leading up to
January 6th, users discussed potential acts
of violence.!2 Whether and when the Presi-
dent and other senior officials knew of im-
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pending violence is highly relevant to the
Select Committee’s investigation and con-
sideration of legislative recommendations.

And again, aside from official duties—in
which close aides to the President should as-
sist him in fulfilling his oath—Mr. Scavino
also engaged in activities promoting the
Trump Campaign.ll3 Evidence acquired by
the Select Committee confirms the widely
known fact that Mr. Scavino worked closely
with former-President Trump on his social
media messaging and likely had access to
the credentials necessary to post on the
President’s accounts.!4 Indeed, Mr. Scavino
frequently composed specific social media
posts and discussed specific language with
the former President.l’> During the time
leading up to the January 6th attack, public
messages issued from President Trump’s so-
cial media account that the Select Com-
mittee believes had the effect of providing
false information and enflaming passions
about a core tenet of our constitutional de-
mocracy. Specifically:

® On December 19, 2020, 1:42 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

Peter Navarro releases 36-page report al-
leging election fraud ‘more than sufficient’
to swing victory to Trump Thttps:/
washex.am/3nwaBCe. A great report by
Peter. Statistically impossible to have lost
the 2020 Election. Big protest in D.C. on Jan-
uary 6th. Be there, will be wild!116

® On December 19, 2020, 9:41 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

[Joe Biden] didn’t win the Election. He lost
all 6 Swing States, by a lot. They then
dumped hundreds of thousands of votes in
each one, and got caught. Now Republican
politicians have to fight so that their great
victory is not stolen. Don’t be weak fools!
https:/t.co/dIBgu8XPIji1?

® On December 19, 2020, 2:59 p.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

The lie of the year is that Joe Biden won!
Christina Bobb @OANN.118

® On December 20, 2020, 12:26 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

GREATEST ELECTION FRAUD IN THE
HISTORY OF OUR COUNTRY!!!119

® On December 22, 2020, 10:29 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

THE DEMOCRATS DUMPED HUNDREDS
OF THOUSANDS OF BALLOTS IN THE
SWING STATES LATE IN THE EVENING.
IT WAS A RIGGED ELECTION!!!120

® On December 26, 2020, 9:00 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

A young military man working in Afghani-
stan told me that elections in Afghanistan
are far more secure and much better run
than the USA’s 2020 Election. Ours, with its
millions and millions of corrupt Mail-In Bal-
lots, was the election of a third world coun-
try. Fake President!12!

® On December 26, 2020, 8:14 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

The ‘‘Justice’” Department and the FBI
have done nothing about the 2020 Presi-
dential Election Voter Fraud, the biggest
SCAM in our nation’s history, despite over-
whelming evidence. They should be ashamed.
History will remember. Never give up. See
everyone in D.C. on January 6th.122

® On December 28, 2020, 4:00 p.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

“Breaking News: In Pennsylvania there
were 205,000 more votes than there were vot-
ers. This alone flips the state to President
Trump.’’123
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® On December 30, 2020, 2:38 p.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

The United States had more votes than it
had people voting, by a lot. This travesty
cannot be allowed to stand. It was a Rigged
Election, one not even fit for third world
countries!124

® On January 4, 2021, 10:07 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

How can you certify an election when the
numbers being certified are verifiably
WRONG. You will see the real numbers to-
night during my speech, but especially on
JANUARY 6th. @SenTomCotton Republicans
have pluses & minuses, but one thing is sure,
THEY NEVER FORGET!125

® On January 6, 2021, 1:00 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

If Vice President @Mike Pence comes
through for us, we will win the Presidency.
Many States want to decertify the mistake
they made in certifying incorrect & even
fraudulent numbers in a process NOT ap-
proved by their State Legislatures (which it
must be). Mike can send it back!126

e On January 6, 2021, 8:17 a.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

States want to correct their votes, which
they now know were based on irregularities
and fraud, plus corrupt process never re-
ceived legislative approval. All Mike Pence
has to do is send them back to the States,
AND WE WIN. Do it Mike, this is a time for
extreme courage!127?

® On January 6, 2021, 2:24 p.m. ET, from
Donald J. Trump:

Mike Pence didn’t have the courage to do
what should have been done to protect our
Country and our Constitution, giving States
a chance to certify a corrected set of facts,
not the fraudulent or inaccurate ones which
they were asked to previously certify. USA
demands the truth!12s

The Select Committee seeks to question
Mr. Scavino, in his capacity as social media
manager, about these and other similar com-
munications.

Public reporting also notes that Mr.
Scavino and his social media team had a his-
tory of monitoring websites including
“TheDonald.win,”” an online forum fre-
quented by individuals who openly advocated
and planned violence in the weeks leading up
to January 6th.12° In the summer of 2016,
former-President Trump himself engaged in
a written question-and-answer session on a
precursor to TheDonald.win called ‘‘/r/
The Donald,” which was a subreddit (a
forum on the website Reddit.com) at the
time.130 The online Reddit community, which
had upward of 790,000 users, was banned by
Reddit in mid-2020,131 after which it migrated
to another online forum located at
TheDonald.win.132

Mr. Scavino reportedly amplified content
from this community, while his social media
team also interacted with the site’s users.
During the 2016 Presidential campaign, ‘‘a
team in the war room at Trump Tower was
monitoring social media trends, including
[/r/The Donald] subreddit . . . and privately
communicating with the most active users

to seed new trends.”’133 Trump ‘‘campaign
staffers monitored Twitter and [/x/
The Donald] subreddit, and pushed any

promising trends up to social media director
Dan Scavino, who might give them a boost
with a tweet.”13¢ In 2017, former-President
Trump tweeted a video of himself attacking
CNN.135 The video had appeared on /r/
The Donald 4 days earlier.136 In 2019, Politico
reported that Mr. Scavino ‘‘regularly mon-
itors Reddit, with a particular focus on the
pro-Trump /r/The Donald channel.’’137
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On December 19, 2020, the same day Mr.
Trump tweeted ‘‘Big protest in D.C. on Janu-
ary 6th . .. Be there, will be wild!,”” users on
posts on TheDonald.win, began sharing ‘‘spe-
cific techniques, tactics, and procedures for
the assault on the Capitol.”’138 The ‘‘ensuing
weeks of communications on the site in-
cluded information on how to use a flagpole
as a weapon, how to smuggle firearms into
DC, measurements for a guillotine, and maps
of the tunnel systems under the Capitol
building.”’13® On January 5, 2021, a user on
TheDonald.win encouraged Mr. Trump’s sup-
porters to ‘‘be prepared to secure the capitol
building,” claiming that ‘‘there will be plen-
ty of ex military to guide you.’’140

Multiple other posts on TheDonald.win
made it clear that the U.S. Capitol was a tar-
get, with one poster writing that people
should bring ‘“‘handcuffs and zip ties to DC”
so they could enact ‘‘citizen’s arrests’ of
those officials who certified the election’s re-
sults.14l Another post on TheDonald.win was
headlined ‘‘most important map for January
6th. Form a TRUE LINE around the Capitol
and the tunnels.”142 That ‘‘post included a
detailed schematic of Capitol Hill with the
tunnels surrounding the complex high-
lighted.’143 One thread posted on
TheDonald.win, and pertaining to Mr.
Trump’s December 19, 2020, tweet, reportedly
received more than ‘5,900 replies and over
24,000 upvotes.”’14 The ‘‘general consensus
among the users’ on these threads ‘‘was that
Trump had essentially tweeted permission to
disregard the law in support of him.”’145 For
example, one user wrote, ‘‘[Trump] can’t ex-
actly openly tell you to revolt. This is the
closest he’ll ever get.”’146

Just weeks before the January 6, 2021, at-
tack on the U.S. Capitol, former-President
Trump shared content on Twitter that ap-
parently originated on TheDonald.win. On
December 19, 2020, former-President Trump
tweeted a video titled, “FIGHT FOR
TRUMP!- SAVE AMERICA- SAVE THE
WORLD.’147 The video had reportedly ap-
peared on TheDonald.win 2 days earlier.148

Mr. Scavino also promoted the candidacy
of Donald Trump and other political can-
didates on his own social media account. For
example, he produced these public messages
on Twitter:

® On October 16, 2020, 8:26 p.m. ET, from
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]:

[Alert]JHAPPENING NOW!! 10/16/20-Macon,
GA! MAGA[American flag][Eagle] [Globe
with meridians]Vote.DonaldJTrump.com”
[Four pictures of a presidential campaign
rally]i49®

® On November 6, 2020, 12:04 a.m. ET, from
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]:

[Tweeting a Fox News segment, ‘‘Charges
of Mail-In Ballot Fraud are Rampant’’]150

® On December 6, 2020, 12:34 a.m. ET, from
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]:

“I am thrilled to be back in Georgia, w/
1,000’s of proud, hardworking American Pa-
triots! We are gathered together to ensure
that @sendavidperdue & @KLoeffler WIN the
most important Congressional runoff in
American History. At stake in this election
is control of the Senate!”” -DJT [Video;
https:/twitter.com/i/status/
1335457640072310784]151

® On January 2, 2021, 9:04 p.m. ET, from
Dan Scavino Jr.[American flag][Eagle]:

[Tweeting out a video encouraging people
to “Be a Part of History” and ‘‘Join the
March’ on January 6th.]152

The Select Committee has a legitimate in-
terest in seeking information from Mr.
Scavino about his activities that were out-
side the scope of his responsibilities as a
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Federal Government official. It is beyond
reasonable dispute that the ‘‘stolen election”
narrative played a major role in motivating
the violent attack on the Capitol. Violent ri-
oters’ social media posts, contemporaneous
statements on video, and filings in Federal
court provide overwhelming evidence of this.
To take just a few examples—though there
are many others—statements from individ-
uals charged with crimes associated with the
January 6th attack include:

® “I’m going to be there to show support
for our president and to do my part to stop
the steal and stand behind Trump when he
decides to cross the rubicon.’’153

® “Trump is literally calling people to DC
in a show of force. Militias will be there and
if there’s enough people they may fucking
storm the buildings and take out the trash
right there.’’15¢

WILD that’s what he’s saying. He called us
all to the Capitol and wants us to make it
wild!!! Sir Yes Sir!!! Gentlemen we are head-
ing to DC pack your shit!!’’155

Mr. Scavino’s promotion of the January
6th events, his reported participation in mul-
tiple conversations about challenging the
election, and his reported presence with
then-President Trump as the attack unfolded
and in its aftermath make his testimony es-
sential to fully understanding the events of
January 6th, including Presidential activi-
ties and responses that day. His two distinct
roles—as White House official in the days
leading up to and during the attack, and as
a campaign social media promoter of the
Trump ‘‘stolen election’ narrative—provide
independent reasons to seek his testimony
and documents.

B. Mr. Scavino has refused to comply with the
Select Committee’s subpoena for testimony
and documents.

On September 23, 2021, Chairman THOMPSON
signed and issued a subpoena, cover letter,
and schedule to Mr. Scavino ordering the
production of both documents and testimony
relevant to the Select Committee’s inves-
tigation into ‘“‘important activities that led
to and informed the events at the Capitol on
January 6, 2021.”’156 Chairman THOMPSON’S
letter identified public reports describing
Mr. Scavino’s activities and past statements,
and documented some of the public informa-
tion that gave the Select Committee reason
to believe Mr. Scavino possesses information
about matters within the scope of the Select
Committee’s inquiry.

The specific documents the Chairman or-
dered produced are found in the schedule in
Appendix II, Ex. 6. The schedule identified
documents including but not limited to
those reflecting Mr. Scavino’s role in plan-
ning and promoting the January 6, 2021, rally
and march in support of Mr. Trump; Mr.
Trump’s participation in the rally and
march; Mr. Scavino’s communications with
Members of Congress or their staff about
plans for January 6th; and communications
with others known to be involved with the
former President’s 2020 election campaign
and subsequent efforts to undermine or cast
doubt on the results of that election.

The subpoena required Mr. Scavino to
produce the requested documents to the Se-
lect Committee on October 7, 2021, at 10 a.m.
ET and required Mr. Scavino’s presence for
the taking of testimony on October 15, 2021,
at 10 a.m.157

The Select Committee was unable to lo-
cate Mr. Scavino for service and therefore
issued a new subpoena on October 6, 2021.158
On October 8, 2021, U.S. Marshals served this
new subpoena at Mar-a-Lago, Mr. Scavino’s
reported place of employment, to Ms. Susan
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Wiles, who represented herself as chief of
staff to former-President Trump and as au-
thorized to accept service on Mr. Scavino’s
behalf.15® The subpoena required that Mr.
Scavino produce responsive documents not
later than October 21, 2021, and that Mr.
Scavino appear for a deposition on October
28, 2021.160

On October 20, 2021, Stanley E. Woodward,
Jr., of Brand Woodward Law notified the Se-
lect Committee that his firm had been re-
tained to represent Mr. Scavino.l6l Per a
telephone conversation later that day, Mr.
Woodward notified the Select Committee
that he was still in the process of
ascertaining whether Mr. Scavino had re-
sponsive documents and requested an exten-
sion of the deadlines in the October 6, 2021,
subpoena. The Select Committee granted an
extension of 1 week, delaying the production
deadline to October 28th and the deposition
to November 4th.162

On October 27, 2021, Mr. Woodward emailed
to request an additional extension, and the
Select Committee granted that request,
postponing the production deadline to No-
vember 4th and the deposition to November
12th.163

On November 2, 2021, Mr. Woodward
emailed to express difficulty in meeting the
document production deadline. The following
day, the Select Committee agreed to an addi-
tional production postponement to Novem-
ber 5th.164

On November 5, 2021, rather than produce
any responsive documents in his client’s pos-
session, Mr. Woodward communicated by let-
ter that his client would not be producing
any documents. Instead, he asserted vague
claims of executive privilege that were pur-
portedly relayed by the former President,
but which have never been presented by the
former President to the Select Committee.165
Mr. Woodward’s letter cited an attached Oc-
tober 6, 2021, letter from former-President
Trump’s counsel Justin Clark to Mr. Scavino
that instructed him to “‘invoke any immuni-
ties and privileges you may have from com-
pelled testimony,” ‘‘not produce any docu-
ments concerning your official duties,” and
“not provide any testimony concerning your
official duties.’’166

On November 9, 2021, the Select Committee
Chairman responded to Mr. Woodward re-
questing that Mr. Scavino provide a ‘‘privi-
lege log that specifically identifies each doc-
ument and each privilege that he believes
applies,” and explained to Mr. Scavino that
‘“‘categorical claims of executive privilege
are improper, and any claim of executive
privilege must be asserted narrowly and spe-
cifically.”” The Chairman also reminded Mr.
Woodward that the subpoena demanded ‘‘all
communications including those conducted
on Mr. Scavino’s personal social media or
other accounts and with outside parties
whose inclusion in a communication with
Mr. Scavino would mean that no executive
privilege claim can be applicable.’’167

The November 9th letter also detailed, at
Mr. Woodward’s request, the various specific
topics the Select Committee wished to dis-
cuss with Mr. Scavino at his deposition
scheduled for November 12, 2021, and re-
quested that Mr. Woodward identify topics
that he agreed did not implicate any privi-
leges and identify with specificity any privi-
leges that did apply to each specific topic.

On November 10, 2021, following cor-
respondence with Mr. Woodward, the Select
Committee agreed to an additional extension
to November 15, 2021, for document produc-
tion and November 19, 2021, for the deposi-
tion, to allow Mr. Woodward additional time
to discuss the November 9th letter with his
client.168

On November 15th, Mr. Woodward sent a
letter refusing to provide the requested
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privilege log and asserted that a such log
would undermine the former President’s as-
sertions of privilege. Instead, Mr. Woodward
identified categories of documents he be-
lieved to be privileged, including commu-
nications between Mr. Scavino and Members
of Congress, and between Mr. Scavino and
“non-Government third-parties.’’169

On November 18, 2021, Mr. Woodward sent
another letter wherein he, for the first time,
and following weeks of discussions about the
items listed in the October 6th subpoena,
challenged the service of that subpoena as
deficient. He also challenged the Select Com-
mittee’s legislative purpose and demanded
that the Select Committee provide a detailed
explanation of the pertinence of every line of
inquiry it intended to pursue at the sched-
uled deposition.170

On November 23, 2021, the Select Com-
mittee issued yet another subpoena to Mr.
Scavino, whose counsel agreed to accept
service.l™ The November 23rd subpoena
granted a final extension of the document
production deadline to November 29, 2021,
and the deposition to December 1, 2021. The
same day, the Select Committee transmitted
a letter explaining the relevance of Mr.
Scavino’s testimony to the Select Commit-
tee’s authorizing resolution and responding
to the numerous specious objections in the
November 18th letter.172

On November 26, 2021, Mr. Woodward again
wrote to the Select Committee and declined
to comply with the subpoena for documents
and testimony unless the Select Committee
provided a detailed explanation of the perti-
nence of each of its expected questions and
lines of inquiry for Mr. Scavino.l” He also
reasserted Mr. Scavino’s refusal to testify in
light of Trump v. Thompson,l’ the since-re-
solved litigation regarding Mr. Trump’s abil-
ity to assert executive privilege over docu-
ments the incumbent President has already
approved for release.

Mr. Scavino failed to produce any docu-
ments by the November 29, 2021, deadline,
and did not appear for his deposition on De-
cember 1, 2021.175

On December 9, 2021, the Select Committee
sent a letter to Mr. Woodward documenting
Mr. Scavino’s failure to comply with the sub-
poena and informing him that the Select
Committee would proceed to enforcement.176

On December 13, 2021, Mr. Woodward re-
sponded in a letter disputing that Mr.
Scavino had failed to cooperate with the in-
vestigation and reiterating many of his pre-
vious objections.17?

On February 4, 2022, in light of the Su-
preme Court’s denial of a stay and injunction
sought by former-President Trump in Trump
v. Thompsonl™ to prevent the National Ar-
chives from providing documents to the Se-
lect Committee on the basis of executive
privilege, the Select Committee again con-
tacted Mr. Scavino and gave him an addi-
tional opportunity to comply.17

On February 8, 2022, Mr. Woodward re-
sponded, asserting that Mr. Scavino still in-
tended to withhold information at Mr.
Trump’s direction until the ultimate resolu-
tion of Mr. Trump’s claims.180

C. Mr. Scavino’s purported basis for non-compli-
ance is wholly without merit.

Congress has the power to compel wit-
nesses to testify and produce documents.181
An individual—whether a member of the
public or an executive branch official—has a
legal (and patriotic) obligation to comply
with a duly issued and valid congressional
subpoena, unless a valid and overriding privi-
lege or other legal justification permits non-
compliance.82 In United States v. Bryan, the
Supreme Court stated:

A subpoena has never been treated as an
invitation to a game of hare and hounds, in
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which the witness must testify only if cor-
nered at the end of the chase. If that were
the case, then, indeed, the great power of
testimonial compulsion, so necessary to the
effective functioning of courts and legisla-
tures, would be a nullity. We have often
iterated the importance of this public duty,
which every person within the jurisdiction of
the Government is bound to perform when
properly summoned.183

It is important to note that the Select
Committee sought testimony from Mr.
Scavino on topics and interactions as to
which there can be no conceivable privilege
claim. Examples of those are provided below.
The Select Committee is entitled to Mr.
Scavino’s testimony on each of them, regard-
less of his claims of privilege over other cat-
egories of information and communications.
In United States v. Nixon, 418 U.S. 683, 703-16
(1974), the Supreme Court recognized an im-
plied constitutional privilege protecting
Presidential communications. The Court
held though that the privilege is qualified,
not absolute, and that it is limited to com-
munications made ‘‘in performance of [a
President’s] responsibilities of his office and
made in the process of shaping policies and
making decisions.’’184

Executive privilege is a recognized privi-
lege that, under certain circumstances, may
be invoked to bar congressional inquiry into
communications covered by the privilege.
Mr. Scavino has refused to testify in re-
sponse to the subpoena ostensibly based on
broad assertions of executive privilege pur-
portedly asserted by former-President
Trump. Even if any such privilege may have
been applicable to some aspect of Mr.
Scavino’s testimony, he was required to
produce a privilege log noting any applicable
privileges with specificity and to appear be-
fore the Select Committee for his deposition,
answer any questions concerning non-privi-
leged information, and assert any such privi-
lege on a question-by-question basis.

1. President Biden decided not to invoke exec-
utive privilege to prevent testimony by Mr.
Scavino, and Mr. Trump has not invoked
executive privilege with respect to Mr.
Scavino.

As described above, President Biden con-
sidered whether to invoke executive privi-
lege and whether to assert immunity with
regard to the subpoena for Mr. Scavino.18> He
declined to do so with respect to particular
subjects within the purview of the Select
Committee, and the White House informed
Mr. Scavino’s counsel of that decision in a
letter on March 15, 2022.186 President Biden
made this determination based on his assess-
ment of the ‘‘unique and extraordinary na-
ture of the matters under investigation.’’187

Former-President Trump has had no com-
munication with the Select Committee. In a
November 5th letter to the Select Com-
mittee, Mr. Scavino’s attorney referred to
correspondence from former-President
Trump’s attorney, Justin Clark, in which
Mr. Clark asserted that the Select Com-
mittee subpoena seeks information that is
‘“‘protected from disclosure by the executive
and other privileges, including among others
the presidential communications, delibera-
tive process, and attorney-client privi-
leges.”’188 The Committee has received no
such correspondence from or on behalf of
former-President Trump. Without a formal
assertion of executive privilege by Mr.
Trump to the Select Committee, Mr. Scavino
cannot establish the foundational element of
a claim of executive privilege: an invocation
of the privilege by the executive.

In United States v. Reynolds, 345 U.S. 1, 7-8
(1953), the Supreme Court held that execu-
tive privilege:

[Blelongs to the Government and must be
asserted by it; it can neither be claimed nor
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waived by a private party. It is not to be
lightly invoked. There must a formal claim
of privilege, lodged by the head of the de-
partment which has control over the matter,
after actual personal consideration by that
officer.189

Here, the Select Committee has not been
provided with any formal invocation of exec-
utive privilege by the President or the
former President or any other employee of
the executive branch. Mr. Scavino’s third-
hand, categorical assertion of privilege,
without any description of the specific docu-
ments or specific testimony over which
privilege is claimed, is insufficient to acti-
vate a claim of executive privilege.

2. Even if Mr. Trump had actually invoked
executive privilege, the privilege would
not bar the Select Committee from law-
fully obtaining the documents and testi-
mony it seeks from Mr. Scavino.

Executive privilege does not extend to dis-
cussions relating to non-governmental busi-
ness or among private citizens.1% In In re
Sealed Case (Espy), the D.C. Circuit explained
that the Presidential communications privi-
lege ‘‘only applies to communications [with
close Presidential advisers] in the course of
performing their function of advising the
President on official government mat-
ters.”’191 The court stressed: ‘‘The Presi-
dential communications privilege should
never serve as a means of shielding informa-
tion regarding governmental operations that
do not call ultimately for direct decision-
making by the President.”’192 As noted by the
Supreme Court, the privilege is ‘‘limited to
communications ‘in performance of [a Presi-
dent’s] responsibilities,” ‘of his office,” and
made ‘in the process of shaping policies and
making decisions.’’’193 And the D.C. Circuit
recently considered and rejected former-
President Trump’s executive privilege asser-
tions over information sought by the Select
Committee. That court concluded that ‘‘the
profound interests in disclosure advanced by
President Biden and the January 6th Com-
mittee far exceed his generalized concerns
for Executive Branch confidentiality.’’194

The Select Committee seeks information
from Mr. Scavino on a wide range of subjects
that it is inconceivable executive privilege
would reach. For example, the Select Com-
mittee seeks information from Mr. Scavino
about his interactions with private citizens,
Members of Congress, or others outside the
White House related to the 2020 election or
efforts to overturn its results. And, among
other things, the Select Committee also
seeks information from Mr. Scavino about
his use of personal communications accounts
and devices.

Even with respect to Select Committee in-
quiries that involve Mr. Scavino’s direct
communications with Mr. Trump, it is well-
established that executive privilege does not
bar Select Committee access to that infor-
mation. Only communications that relate to
official Government business and Presi-
dential decision-making on those official
matters can be covered by the Presidential
communications privilege.19 Here, Mr.
Scavino’s conduct regarding several subjects
of concern to the Select Committee is not re-
lated to official Government business. These
include Mr. Scavino’s participation in calls
and meetings that clearly concerned Mr.
Trump’s campaign rather than his official
Government business; participation in meet-
ings with Mr. Trump and others about a
strategy for reversing the outcome of the
2020 election; or efforts to promote the Janu-
ary 6th rally on the Ellipse.

Moreover, even with respect to any sub-
jects of concern that arguably involve offi-
cial Government business, executive privi-
lege is a qualified privilege and the Select
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Committee’s need for this information to in-
vestigate the facts and circumstances sur-
rounding the January 6th assault on the U.S.
Capitol and the Nation’s democratic institu-
tions far outweighs any executive branch in-
terest in maintaining confidentiality.1%6 As
noted by the White House, ‘“‘an assertion of
executive privilege is not in the national in-
terest, and therefore is not justified, with re-
spect to particular subjects within the pur-
view of the Select Committee.”’197

3. Mr. Scavino is not immune from testifying
or producing documents in response to the
subpoena.

Even if some aspect of Mr. Scavino’s testi-
mony was shielded by executive privilege, he
was required to appear for his deposition and
assert executive privilege on a question-by-
question basis.198 Mr. Scavino’s refusal to do
so made it impossible for the Select Com-
mittee to consider any good-faith executive
privilege assertions.

Mr. Scavino has refused to appear for a
deposition based on his purported reliance on
alleged ‘‘absolute testimonial immunity.”
No court has recognized any such immunity,
and Mr. Scavino has not provided any ration-
ale for applying any form of immunity to his
unofficial actions assisting Mr. Trump’s
campaign to overturn the election. President
Biden—who now serves as the President—has
declined to assert immunity in response to
the subpoena to Mr. Scavino.

As noted above,199 the general theory that
a current or former White House senior advi-
sor may be immune from testifying before
Congress is based entirely on internal memo-
randa from OLC, and courts have uniformly
rejected this theory.200 But, as was also
noted above,201 those internal OLC memo-
randa do not address a situation in which the
incumbent President has decided to not as-
sert privilege, and by their own terms they
apply only to testimony ‘‘about [a senior of-
ficial’s] official duties,”” not testimony about
unofficial actions or private conduct.202

Many of the topics Chairman THOMPSON
identified in his correspondence with Mr.
Scavino’s counsel are unrelated to Mr.
Scavino’s official duties and would neither
fall under the reach of any ‘‘absolute immu-
nity’”’ theory nor any privilege whatsoever.
For instance:

® Mr. Scavino was not conducting official
and privileged business to the extent he at-
tended discussions regarding efforts to urge
State legislators to overturn the results of
the November 2020 election and guarantee a
second term for Mr. Trump.

e Mr. Scavino was not conducting official
and privileged business to the extent he as-
sisted Mr. Trump with campaign-related so-
cial media communications, including com-
munications recruiting a violent crowd to
Washington, spreading false information re-
garding the 2020 election, and any other com-
munications provoking violence on January
6th.

® Mr. Scavino was not conducting official
and privileged business to the extent he com-
municated with organizers of the January 6,
2021, rally, including Kylie Kremer and
Katrina Pierson, regarding messaging,
speakers, and even his own appearance and
scheduled remarks at the event, which was
not an official White House event but rather
a campaign appearance.203

e Mr. Scavino was not engaged in official
and privileged business to the extent he used
his personal social media accounts and de-
vices to coordinate with Trump campaign of-
ficials, including Jason Miller, throughout
the fall and winter of 2020 regarding mes-
saging, campaign events, purported election
fraud, and attempts to overturn the 2020
election results.20¢

e Mr. Scavino was not engaged in official
and privileged business to the extent he
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counseled Mr. Trump regarding whether,
how, and when to challenge or concede the
2020 election.

The Select Committee specifically identi-
fied to Mr. Scavino these and other topics as
subjects for his deposition testimony, and he
had the legal obligation to appear before the
Select Committee and address them on the
record.

D. Mr. Scavino’s failure to appear or produce
documents in response to the subpoena war-
rants holding Mr. Scavino in contempt.

An individual who fails or refuses to com-
ply with a House subpoena may be cited for
contempt of Congress.2% Pursuant to 2 U.S.C.
§ 192, the willful refusal to comply with a
congressional subpoena is punishable by a
fine of up to $100,000 and imprisonment for
up to 1 year. A committee may vote to seek
a contempt citation against a recalcitrant
witness. This action is then reported to the
House. If a contempt resolution is adopted
by the House, the matter is referred to a U.S.
Attorney, who has a duty to refer the matter
to a grand jury for an indictment.206

In his November 9th and November 23rd
letters to Mr. Scavino’s counsel, the Chair-
man of the Select Committee advised Mr.
Scavino that his claims of executive privi-
lege were not well-founded and did not ab-
solve him of his obligation to produce docu-
ments and testify in deposition.20? The Chair-
man made clear that the Select Committee
expected Mr. Scavino to produce documents
and to appear for his deposition, which was
ultimately scheduled for December 1st. And
on February 4, 2022, the Chairman again in-
vited Mr. Scavino to appear before the Select
Committee in light of the resolution of
Trump v. Thompson. The Chairman again
warned Mr. Scavino that his continued non-
compliance would put him in jeopardy of a
vote to refer him to the House to consider a
criminal contempt referral. Mr. Scavino’s
failure to appear for deposition or produce
responsive documents in the face of this
clear advisement and warning by the Chair-
man constitutes a willful failure to comply
with the subpoena.

SELECT COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION

The Select Committee met on Monday,
March 28, 2022, with a quorum being present,
to consider this Report and ordered it and
the Resolution contained herein to be favor-
ably reported to the House, without amend-
ment, by a recorded vote of 9 ayes to 0 noes.

SELECT COMMITTEE VOTE

Clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
U.S. House of Representatives requires the
Select Committee to list the recorded votes
during consideration of this Report:

1. A motion by Ms. CHENEY to report the
Select Committee Report on a Resolution
Recommending that the House of Represent-
atives find Peter K. Navarro and Daniel
Scavino, Jr., in Contempt of Congress for Re-
fusal to Comply with Subpoenas Duly Issued
by the Select Committee to Investigate the
January 6th Attack on the United States
Capitol favorably to the House was agreed to
by a recorded vote of 9 ayes to 0 noes (Roll-
call No. 4).

Select Committee Rollcall No. 4

Motion by Ms. Cheney to Favorably Report
Agreed to: 9 ayes to 0 noes

Members Vote
Ms. Cheney, Vice Chair ............... Aye
Ms. Lofgren ........ccoeeveveviiininnnnnnnn. Aye
Mr. Schiff ....oooiiiiiiia, Aye
Mr. Aguilar . Aye
Mrs. Murphy (FL) ..cocoveiiieeennnne. Aye
Mr. RasKin .....cccooeviiiiiiiiiniinann., Aye
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Select Committee Rollcall No. 4—Continued

Motion by Ms. Cheney to Favorably Report
Agreed to: 9 ayes to 0 noes

Members Vote
Mrs. Luria ....ocovevevieieiiiiieieeienns Aye
Mr. Kinzinger .........cccoceeeviviveenennnn Aye
Mr. Thompson (MS), Chairman ... Aye

SELECT COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT FINDINGS

In compliance with clause 3(c)(1) of rule
XIII, the Select Committee advises that the
oversight findings and recommendations of
the Select Committee are incorporated in
the descriptive portions of this Report.

CONGRESSIONAL BUDGET OFFICE ESTIMATE

The Select Committee finds the require-
ments of clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII and sec-
tion 308(a) of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, and the requirements of clause3(c)(3)
of rule XIII and section 402 of the Congres-
sional Budget Act of 1974, to be inapplicable
to this Report. Accordingly, the Select Com-
mittee did not request or receive a cost esti-
mate from the Congressional Budget Office
and makes no findings as to the budgetary
impacts of this Report or costs incurred to
carry out the Report.

STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS
AND OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII, the
objective of this Report is to enforce the Se-
lect Committee’s authority to investigate
the facts, circumstances, and causes of the
January 6th attack and issues relating to the
interference with the peaceful transfer of
power, in order to identify and evaluate
problems and to recommend corrective laws,
policies, procedures, rules, or regulations;
and to Cenforce the Select Committee’s sub-
poena authority found in section 5(c)(4) of
House Resolution 503.
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Appendix I

Exhibit 1 — Subpoena to Peter K. Navarro (Feb. 9, 2022)

SUBPOENA

By AUTHORITY OF THE HoUsg oF HEPRESENTATIVES OF THE
Concress oF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Foter K. Nevies

Youare ¢ coensnanded 10 be s sppew before e
Subact Commithee to Bvestigate the Junwary Bity Ainck oe the Usited States Capitd

of the House of Representatives of the United States a1 the place, date, and time specified below,

to procuce the things idestifiod on the stinchied schadele touching msdeis of ingulry conunitted v said
couunires orsuboomminge; st you sre ned to depart without leave of sald conwalites or subooaymittes.

e ot pecsion R s_

Dute: Sgbnuey 23,2093 Tioe: 1000 AM

o fextify ata deposition uching mattes of ingquiry commtitiod Lo sald sornemittes or subronsmition
and your-ane not o depirt without leave of seid commitios or subsommitice.

Place o testimony: United Swies Caplio! Bullding, Washington, DC 20515, or by videoconference

Chater Mureh 3, 2002 . Time 1000 AM

to festify st 2 heareg touching mastiess of inguiry committed wsaid comaities or subroumiises) asd
you are not o depast withott Teave of st comanities: or subommitice.

Place of testimony:

Dhate . Tame

T sty austhorized staff meosnber e the United Statex Marshals Service

toseres and neke retern.

Witness wy Hand and the seal of the Houwss of Reprecenistives of the United States, st
the city of Washington, D.C, this i day of February a0

Chtrears o Authorizod Momber
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1% Congrose

Beevad by {pelnt nasee)

Titde
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125 e ot ey

B Buudied Seprateantl Songress
Belect Comrittee to Bonvatits the Fowmes 5l Atterk ve the Tutied Seven Capital

Febiuary 5, 2038
VIABLECTRONIC MAIL

Betir M)

Dregr Mr. Nuvarms

Porsuind to the suthorities 564 forth in House Resolution 303 and the vules of the House of

Reprasentatives, the Selvet Commities to Investignte the Janusry $th Attack on the United Ststes

Capitol ("Selegt Commiliee”} hereby tranemits o subyp that compils you e produce the

dorumaents set farth in- the sccompanving schodute by }:hmm "h 202, wd to appoarior a.
doposition on March 2, 2022

The Select Committes i nvestigating the facis, chroumsmances, and causes of the Jasiary
Seh mtack and issues relating to the poaceful transfor of powee, o order o Wentily and evaluate
eusony Jesrned snd - to reonoviond o the Howse and it relevant colwmitiess corrective laws,
policies, procadures, rules, or regulations, The inquity includes examination of kew verlons:
individuals and entities coordinated their netivitics leading up to the evenits of Mnuary §,2021.

Based on peblichy swailible Wformation and information produced o e Select
Comunittes, we kelieve thal vou bave deciiments and inforoation that are relovant to- the Select:
Commitee's fhvestigation. For example, you, then o White House tiwdy sdvisor, ropontedly
workod with Steve Bannon and others to develop and implement a play. %o delay Congress's
certification of, snd alt\maieiy change the sutcome of, the November 2020 presidential eimmn r
I your buok, you. reportedly deseribed this plan-as the “Oreen Bay Sweep” #id stated that it was
dﬁmgﬁm s the “last, best chanes to snatch a stolon eleton from the Democrats” jaws of degeir™
I so inteeview; you reportedly adied that former President. Tromp was “oa bosrd with-the
srntey™, us were “mose than 100" members of Congress ingluding Representative. Paul Gosae’
and Senator Tod O Thet, of couwse, was wol the Tt ting You pablicly sddressod purporsd.
frand 1 the sloction. You alse released on your websiie 3 thres-part report, dubbed the “Havarro.

i Dickiusor ROLLNG STonE, Tromg elviner Wit He ¥ Nt Sreatting Eavngh Oricly ﬁxr Trydng o Rui
ddeericstn Demacruy (Devewber 28, 2()2!} amla&iﬁ w htsdiwenoolinestias o politicr il iksaes i
N 5 o T, SR A St ]

) ,&m ?agimr f‘mz mm m‘m', Triomge. Advewﬁ Pty \mm L Gfi How He mf B Plandnd s
s ; :

S B wm

e
TSR
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My, Peter Navamo
Paped

Repon”; repeating many clsims of purported fraud in the clection that have been discrodited in
public reporting, by state officials, and covrts® And, beceuse you have already discussed thess and
other relovant issues in 3,mr reaently publishod book, in fatervicws with reporters, sod, among
ather places, ot & podeast,’ we look forward o discusting them with you, foo,

Avtiordingly, the Salect Comimittes séeks dodusuents and & depeaition regrerding these and
othor mntters that are within the scope of the: Select Conumitiess nguiry. & topy of the riles
governing Seloet Commitice depositions, and document production defi 5 and instmctions
are attached. Plesse’ contact staff for the Select Comumittee ot [ 10 acrange for the
produetion of documents,

Sincerely,

Bt R

Begie G Thompson
Chairmus

* Poter Navao, Y‘kf‘ Nerwperes &Wmsm et it Ve : 3
Mﬁa&ﬁ, W&w iifxw vl f‘ew Nawﬁsw sﬁ&m@ Dmﬁifw b&ww Frkwi R@M {mm i‘F 1%{}31’.)) amiis&ia
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M. Petor Navamo

Pugs 3

SCHEDULE

Tn socordunes with the attachod defnidons snd Instractions, vou, Petor Navaro, sre hereby
reapsired vo produce all dosunnts sod communications in your possession, cusindy, vr conteal-
inchuding sey such dovoments of communicstions stored or Tooated on personal devioes (0.2,
parsanal computers, celiular phones, tablets, ste.), In porsonal sesounts, andfor on personal
applications {&.i7., emall socounts, condact Has, calendar entries, ot referting or relating o
the following Hems. 100 dave reage i specified below, the spplicable dates ary for the tme
poriod September 1, 2020, to presest,

L

3—!‘

All documents and consmmnivations reforring o mliting fe say way fo phn, offouts, or
disensshons reganting challenging, decertifyving, dolaying the poetificstion of, ovcriurning,
of gontesting the resudts of the 2020 Presidential clection.

Al conmundentions, asd documents related to comemanioations, i which vew were 6
participant oy winess, relating (n any way to the seourity of slection sysicms in the Uniled
Sebos. . .

All commundentions, doomments, and Infoemation they e ovidencs of the olodms of
purporied frmsd In the deee-volume report yoo wrote, The Nowarre Repore.

All docwnents and oorsmumications reforring or relsting o, Steve Bannon, Membes of
Congress, statoamd booal officlals, Whits House officiatsbmployees, ropraseniatives ofthe
Trueup réelection campaign, svd nationa! and Tocal party officials relating to olestion frand
or malfeaseney, 5 well as delaving or proventing the contifloation of the Novamber 2020
clootion, This {seindes